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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JUNE 3, 1865. 
—_——_~>—_-—- 

WE DESIRE to call the attention of our readers par- 
ticularly to the case of Re Partridge, before Mr. Com- 
missiuner Goulburn, which will be found in another 
column. 

Our READERS will see in another column* that the 
Lords Justices of Appeal in Chancery have adopted the 
view put forward by this Journal,f with reference to 

3est’s case, in which the Master of the Rolls had practi- 
cally decided that any person applying for shares ina 
new company is bound to pay the company’s debts if it 
fails before allotment, while the directors are free, if it 
succeeds, to return his deposit and politely decline to 
share with him any of the fruits of such suecess (vide 
the conduct of the directors of the Imperial Finance 
Company, which has been before adverted to in our 
columns), and have accordingly reversed his Honour’s 
decision in that ease.t 

OUR READERS WILL SEE that Mr. Tyrwhitt, after 
satisfying his feelings of what was due to the dignity of 
a court “ which is considered as superior to a police court,” 
by taking time to consider his judgment, has eventually 
issued the warrant applied for. 
trates, more especially if it be true that they reversed 
Mr. Tyrwhitt’s former decision in the Alhambra case 











without trying the real question at issue, can have had : 


little expectation that the persons aggrieved by their de- 
cision would rest quietly and make no attempt to carry 
the question to a higher tribunal. 

It was alleged, at the time of the last application to 
Mr. Tyrwhitt, that the magistrates only took into con- 
sideration that they had been in the habit of granting 
licenses under the 25 Geo. 2, and whether the ballet- 
dancing exceeded that kind of dancing intended by them 
to be covered by such license. They held that it did not, 
but they did not thereby decide the previous question, 
which was, whether the 25 Geo. 2 gave power to magis- 
trates to grant dancing licenses of this nature. When 
the magistrates granted the license to Mr. E. T. Smith, 
they said the Alhambra must not be made a easino; they 
would only grant the license for stage dancing. It was 
contended, on the part of the applicant, that this 
was beyond the authority of the magistrates, and that 
the question, whether it was so or not, was the real 
question to be determined. This, however, is not quite 
the case, because, if the granting of such a license 
was beyond the authority of the magistrates, it 
would have been void ab initio, at least so far 
as it was in excess of their powers, and the question 
would have been whether the proprietor was justified in 
having stage-dancing under a license which was void as 
being granted ultra vires of the magistrates. But still 
the point was implicitly involved in the case and not 
decided. The question was whether a ballet divertisc- 
ment is a “stage play,’ and then, if so, whether the 
magistrates could grant a license for it (as they held that 
they had done), or whether it vequired the license of 
the Lord Chamberlain under the provisions of 6 & 7 
Vict. c. 68. In short, the contention on one side is that 
the performance was sufliciently sanctioned by the 
magistrate’s license, and on the other that it required the 
license of the Lord Chamberlain. The magistrates, hav- 
~* See full report 13 W. KR. 702... ~~ *+ ‘9 Sol. Jour. 639, 

¢ As a matter of fact tle decision had been reversed before the 
article in question was published, but not till after it had been 
written and printed, and neither the writer of the article nor the 


Editor of the Journal were aware of their lordships’ judgment till 
after the number had been published. 








The Middlesex magis- | 





ing decided the question in their own favour, have inde- 
cently attempted to quash all reconsideration of their 
opinion; an attempt which Mr. Tyrwhitt has very pro- 
perly frustrated. After consideration he has granted 
the summons applied for, “in order,” as he said, “ to give 
a fair consideration to this subject, and in the hope of 
obtaining a settlement of it by a Court with whose deci- 
sion all parties are bound to be satistied.” 





THE ATTORNEYS OF THE CITY OF Limerick have held 
a preliminary meeting for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the propriety of putting forward a suitable 
member of the profession to contest the representation 
of that city at the General Election. 





It appeARS that the shorthand-writers are setting 
themselves in earnest to establish an educational asso- 
ciation for their own body. The details of a meeting 
held this day week for that purpose will be found else- 
where in our columns. It must be obvious that such an 
association must be at first, at least, purely voluntary— 
that is to say, that no one intending to act as a short- 
hand-writer can be compelled to submit to its regula- 
tions; hut we should hope that in a reasonably short 
time its efficiency will be so far established that no one 
can fairly hope for practice who has not submitted to 
its tests, and when that result shall once have been 
attained, there will remain no great obstacle to the 
foundation of the association on a legal and compulsory 
basis. It is for the members to work out for the asso- 
ciation, in the first instance, this position, and we 
heartily “wish them God speed.” 





WE UNDERSTAND from good authority that the piece 
of land on the south side of Carey-street, at the Chan- 
cery-lane end, which belongs to the Equity and Law 
Life Assurance Society, is to be sold for building pur 
poses. The houses lately standing on the ground were, 
a few weeks since, demolished, and we had hoped that 
the Board of Works had taken the land either with a 
view to carry out the plan which has been in contem- 
plation for the last fifteen years, at least, of widening 
Carey-street, or for the purpose of affording a favourable 
approach to the new Palace of Justice, but we are in- 
formed that this is not the case, and that the land will 
be sold for ordinary building purposes. No one who 
observes the increasing amount of trattic from Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, through Carey-street, into Chancery-lane, will 
deny that the widening of Carey-street, at this narrow 
gorge, would be a considerable relief, but we fear that 
the Board will in this, as in other cases, wait until the 
land gets into the hands of some speculator, and then 
buy it at a large advance on the price it is at present 
offered at. Now, the cost would be moderate, but in 
six months as many thousand pounds may be tacked 
on to the bargain. The unfortunate amendment carried 
by Lord Redesdale in the House of Lords, hes effec- 
tually tied the hands of the Government in this matter, 





THE TREATMENT which some of the exhibitors at the 
West Central Industrial Exhibition have received from 
the Bank of England appears to the majority of persons 
to be harsh and unnecessary, and we are inclined in 
this instance to agree with the majority, even while as- 
suming that the Act of Parliament justified the action of 
the bank, Certain specimens of penmanship, exhibited 
at the Floral Hall, represented a nwnber of prints, pub- 
lications, letters, and other documents strewn ona table, 
and three of these specimens were remarkable as con- 
taining each a very accurate representation of a £5 Bank 
of England note. These representations or drawings 
are considered by the Bank of England to be forgeries 
within the meaning of the 16th section of the Act of 
24 & 25 Vict. c. 98, and the authorities of the exhibition, 
together with the solicitor to the Bank, attended before 
Sir Thomas Henry, at Bow-street, on the 28th inst. to 
take his opinion on the question. 
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Without admitting that the designs came within the 
operation of the section referred to, the exhibitors offered 
to have some word stamped upon them to indicate their 
spurious character, but refused to admit of the word 
“forged.” In this dilemma it was ultimately settled 
that the objectionable representations should be erased 
from the several drawings, which erasure was completed 
by the aid of pumicestone, and there now remain ugly 
blanks in the midst of these artistic works. Now we 
are quite ready to concede that no regard for art ought 
ever to stand in the way and prevent the due adminis- 
tration of the law, or to prevent the paper currency of 
the country from enjoying the full protection afforded 
to it by the Legislature, but in such a case as this it is 
simply ridiculous to suppose that these drawings could 
ever have obtained currency as Bank of England notes. 
Apart from the fact that they were probably worth much 
more than five pounds each as works of art, no one would 
venture to circulate or to receive a note made on drawing 
paper, as such a note could never be touched or folded 
without instant detection. Had no arrangement been 
come to, and the case been sent to a jury, could the com- 
mittee of this exhibition have been convicted of felony, 
or would any jury have found the exhibitors themselves 
guilty?) The Act was not intended to meet.cases of this 
sort, and however much it be urged that the bank in 
carrying out what they have done, acted in a liberal 
spirit, their conduct would have been more proper and 
more liberal had they contented themselves with requir- 
ing the destruction or marking of the designs at the 
termination of the period of exhibition, 





THE GREAT HUDDERSFIELD TENANT-RIGHT CASE, 
which will shortly come before the House of Lords by 
way of appeal, is to be defended in a manner befitting 
the immense interests at stake. From the daily papers 
we learn that a few days ago an aggregate meeting of 
the tenant-right owners took place at Huddersfield for 
the purpose of deciding what should be done in respect 
of the appeal made by Sir J. W. Ramsden to the House 
of Lords from the decision of Vice-Chancellor Stuart. 
It will be remembered that the effect of this decision 
was that the tenant-right owners were entitled to a 
sixty years’ lease, renewable every twenty years on pay 
ment of a fine of one year’s improved value. A series 
of suggestions had been made to Sir John, through his 
solicitor, as a basis for negociation, but had been re- 
jected. The main points proposed appear to have been 
that leases should be granted to all tenant-right owners 
on an increase of rent, to the extent of 50 per cent. on 
valuation, and that an Act for 999 years’ leases should 
be applied for jointly by Sir John and the tenants, and 
that all leaseholders should, if they liked, have their 
leases made into 999 years’ leases, rents to be altered in 
proportion to the value of the lease. The meeting 
decided unanimously to raise a fund, rateably among 
the tenants, for the purpose of responding to the ap- 
peal. 

On Monpay Last a public meeting of the electors 
of Lambeth was held at the Horns, Kennington-gate, to 
hear an address from Thomas Hughes, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, the author of “Tom 
Brown’s School Days,” who is a candidate for the repre- 
sentation of that constituency. 

Tn reply to questions put to him, 

Mr. Hughes stated that he held an office under Govern- 
ment, and if he were returned for Lambeth he was pre- 
pared to resign that office. 

After some further conversation a resolution was 
moved, and seconded, and agreed to—* That this meet- 
ing having heard Mr. Thomas Hughes’s political princi- 
ples is of opinion that his sentiments are in accordance 
with those held hy the majority of the electors of Lam- 
beth, and that his intellectual acquirements qualify him 
eminently to represent Lambeth in the House of Com- 
mons.” 

AN IMPORTANT POINT OF LAW was raised in the case 

















of Austin v. Bunyard, which was tried on the 26th ult. 
before the Court of Queen’s Bench. The simple ques- 
tion was whether a post-dated cheque is void. The 
defendant made and delivered a cheque for £200 on the 
22nd of June, but it was dated a month later, namely, 
the 22nd of July, so that, in effect, it would not be 
payable until a month after the date of delivery, as if it 
were a bill drawn payable one month after date. In 
point of fact the cheque was not taken by the plaintiff, 
who was a bond fide holder for full value, until after 
the 22nd of July ; and it bore a penny stamp. By the 
statute of 31 Geo, 3, ¢. 25, post-dated cheques are invalid 
and unavailable, but it must be borne in mind tiat at 
that period no stamp was required upon a cheque, and 
to post-date a cheque was, in effect, to issue a bill with- 
out a stamp and in fraud of the stamp laws. The Act, 
which imposes a penny stamp upon cheques (21 Vict. 
c. 20), expressly reserves all pains and penalties, &c., 
in previous Acts, so far as the same are applicable, and 
on these grounds it was contended that the cheque in 
question was invalid, 

The case of Field v. Wood, 7 Ad. & E. was cited to 
prove that previously to the more recent Act such a 
cheque had been held invalid, but, on the other hand, 
the case of Whistler v. Foster, 32 L. J.C. P. 161, was 
acduced, in which the Court of Common Pleas had 
declared the objection to be untenable. The judges 
considered this case binding on them, and gave judg- 
ment for the plaintiff. 

In considering this question there are several points 
to be taken into consideration, and the first is as to the 
intention of the Legislature in imposing the penalty 
originally. There can be very little doubt that it was 
to prevent, as before remarked, the use of post-dated 
cheques in fraud of the law relating to bill stamps. 
Next we must inquire what was the intention of the 
Legislature in reserving, by the recent Act, in general 
terms, all penalties, &c., in previous Acts ; was it in- 
tended that this penalty, the chief reason for imposing 
which was abolished, should be continued? The Cowt 
of Common Pleas appears to have taken the common- 
sense view of the matter, and decided this last question 
in the negative, and we are not disposed to quarrel with 
the decision in this case. However, it is quite possible 
that on appeal toa cowt of error these decisions may 
be reversed, for so long as the 2nd section of the 21 Vict. 
c. 20, contains the reservations mentioned, it is un- 
certain what view the judges in the Cowt of Exchequer 
Chamber may take of it. 

Persons who habitually use this mode of paying and. 
receiving money (and we know they are many) are in- 
terested in having this question set at rest, it is not very 
material in which way. Upon the whole, perhaps, it 
were better that the final decision should be the other 
way, and such cheques void, because, in the first place, 
the letter of the statute appears to be to that intent ; 
and because, secondly, great frauds might be perpetrated. 
by means of post-dated cheques. On the death of the 
drawer the cheque would certainly be void, so that he 
would get all the benefit of a bill of exehange without the 
proportionate liability, while the drawee would have in. 
his 1ands a nondescript document having all the disad- 
vantages of a bill of exchange with the additional risk 
of the death of the drawer. It must not, on the other 
hand, be overlooked that this is a very convenient 
method of providing for the payment of a debt not yet 
due (ea. gr. future rent), and that when so used the 
payee is not subjected to any disadvantage, but, on the 
contrary, has in his hands an instrument which may be- 
come valuable at the proper time, prior to which he is 
not entitled to any security at all. 





Sir J. Earpiey Witmor has addressed the following 
letter to the Zimes, on the subject of the County Courts 
Equitable Jurisdiction Bill :— 

Sir,—Having seen in your columns this day the letter of 
‘“‘Intercessor” on the above bill, the subject matter of which 
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was considered of so much importance by her Majesty’s ; Chancellor be heard to object that he had not contracted 
Government as to find a place in the royal speech at the | to do this particular work when he was appointed? 


opening of the present session, I beg to address a few lines 
to you upon it. I have held the office of County Court 
Judge for a period of eleven years; for nine at Bristol, and 
for upwards of two in the metropolis. During the whole of 
this time I have uniformly and most strenuously advocated 
the introduction of small equities into the local courts, hav- 
ing seen by increasing experience the disadvantages to which 
the poorer classes are exposed in consequence of their having 
at hand no cheap and expeditious tribunal for redressing 
injustice and wrong in cases of small legacies, trusts, mort- 

ges, partnerships, and equitable engagements. I confess I 
aa been infinitely surprised and disappointed by the Bill 
of the Lord Chancellor. In many of the courts the heavy 
character of the business has been for some time such as 
severely to task the strength and energies of the officials. 
With the vast increase of population and commercial wealth, 
and consequently of litigation, during the last few years, a 
remodelling of some of the courts, and an addition to the 
number of the others, have appeared necessary, quite apart 
from the question of equity jurisdiction. But the pro- 
position of the Government to accumulate upon the present 
machinery labours of a character totally different from those 
it has hitherto borne, demanding new study, and involving 
questions of money value exceeding actually by ten times the 
amount of the existing common law jurisdiction, must ap- 
pear to every reasonable mind most La gpa a and unfair. 
I do not advert to the very objectionable mode of remunera- 
tion for the additional duties contemplated by the present 
bill, as that is powerfully animadverted upon in ‘ Inter- 
cessor’s” letter. But 1 think I am expressing the general, 
if not unanimous, opinion of the County Court Judges when 
I say that if the Government and the public expect that 
equity suits up to £500 will be satisfactorily dealt with and 
justice administered by piling this heavy additional burden 
upon the existing County Courts, they are simply hoping for 
an impossibility and embracing a chimera. Let a states- 
manlike and comprehensive measure be introduced in a 


new Parliament, and the opportunity then taken of making ' 


many improvements which are manifestly required and 
obvious to every practical mind in the County Court sys- 


tem; but let not this bill, which is really a measure of | 


Lord Brougham’s, but stripped of its best qualities, receive 
the sanction of the Legislature. What begins in injustice 
must end in failure onl disappointment. 
I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
J. E. EARDLEY WILMort, 

May 25. Judge of the Marylebone County Court. 

So far as this letter deals with the general question, we 
have not a word to say otherwise than of approval, but 
when Sir Eardley complains of an “injustice” to the 
existing county court judges, and grounds on that in- 
justice a claim for an increase of salary, we are com- 
pelled to dissent from his view. 

Various other writers in various journals and other 
publications have adopted a similar line of argu- 
ment, which, however, appears to us grounded on a 
misapprehension. 

When the county courts were first established, and 
the judges thereof were, like the county chairmen in 
Treland, merely barristers who were to a certain extent 
withdrawn from their ordinary work, and called upon to 
perform certain limited judicial functions, it would have 
been reasonable ground of complaint if any addition had 
been made to their duties without a corresponding 
increase in their salaries. But the passing of the 
Amendment Act “altered all that.” From the moment 
when the county court judges became judges pure and 
~— and had their salaries re-adjusted to that view 
of the case, the public became entitled to their whole’ 
time (within the well-recognized business hours), and 
they cannot reasonably complain of any duty, consonant 
in kind with that which they undertook, which the 
Legislature may think fit to confer upon them. Suppose 
that Parliament were, upon the first opportunity, to 
confer jurisdiction on the Court of Chancery to grant 
probates and letters of administration, as Lord Cranworth 
originally proposed to do, and as, in the opinion of this 
Journal,* ought to have been done. Could any Vice- 





* 5 Sol. Jour, 5(6, 


Whry, the very case has actually occurred : In the year 
1841 all the jurisdiction theretofore exercised by the 
equity side of the Court of Exchequer (including all 
that administration of railway deposits which forms so 
large a portion of the work of every petition day) was 
transferred to the Court of Chancery, but without any sug- 
gestion that the Master of the Rolls or the Vice-Chan- 
cellor of England was entitled to any increase of salary 
on that account. True, in that case there were two extra 
judges appointed, and therein lies the appropriate re- 
medy if the complaint made on behalf of the county 
court judges is well founded. If fifty-nine judges are 
not enough for the work let us have more of them, but 
as every one of the existing fifty-nine has contracted to 
give his whole time for his present salary, he cannot, on 
the ground that he is fully oceupied, ask for more; and 
if he be more than fully occupied, he ought to be relieved 
of a part of the work which, ew hypothesi, he cannot pre- 
form, not paid an extra sum for vainly attempting or 
undertaking to it. The Chancellor’s scheme and that 
proposed by the advocates of the county court judges 
seem equally faulty in this respect. 

We have not thought it necessary to consider the ques- 
tion whether the present salary of these judges is or not 





adequate, because that depends, in our opinion, on quite 
different considerations, and is, we think, perfectly im- 
material to the point in hand. Two things, however, 
must be recollected:—First, no salary that the country 
could possibly offer would tempt men of a high class, who 
| havesuccecded at the Bar, to take county court judgeships, 
unless they have fallen intoill-health, or beeninsome other 
manner incapacitated from practice; the places will, there- 
fore, be inevitably filled either by young men who have 
not had time to rise, or old men who have failed to do 
so; and, secondly, there will always be abundance of 
such men able and willing to serve at £1,200 a-year. 

If, indeed, these courts are to become courts of 
general first instance, as has been more than once 
proposed in effect, it will be necessary (unless they are 
merely to involve one extra appeal) that they should be 
filled by the very best men that can be had, but for that 
purpose no salary that can be offered will suffice. A 
county court judgeship must be made the step to some- 
thing better, must be the first round of the ladder of pro- 
motion, before the leaders, or even the leading juniors, of 
either bar, will be found ready to accept the post. When 
that day comes, however, it will be found that the courts 
| thus “improved” have become utterly unfitted for their 
original use as “Small Debts Courts,” and it will be 
necessary to establish new “ District ” courts for that 
purpose. 

We do not deny that some cheap and ready tribunal 
for the recovery of small equitable debts is urgently re- 








quired, It isa mere question of economy whether it is 


| better to unite the legal and equitable jurisdiction in the 


same judges, creating at the same time a sufficient number 
of them to do all the work, or to sever the jurisdiction, 
and form two distinct sets of local courts, one with a 
limited legal, the other a limited equitable, jurisdiction. 
We are not in a position to form a judgment on this 
question, though we should like to hear some discussion 


| of the suggestions made by one of the writers in the 
| Law Mogazine when this question was first mooted, that 


the equitable jurisdiction in question should be given to 
the country commissioners of bankruptey. 

OUR READERS willsee, by the report of Lawrence v. 
Austin, given in another column, that the Master of the 
Rolls has followed the example of the county court judges, 
in g:umbling at the extra work put upon him by the 
Legislature. With less reason, however, than they; 
for if his Honour be right (and we do not say that he is 
not) in saying that light and aircases are often questions 
of damages for a jury, the same statute which requires 
him to undertake the case enables him to summon a jury 
tohisaid. No doubt it was very pleasant for the judges 
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when every bill of the kind could be “retained for a 
year with liberty to bring an action,” but “what was 
fun to him was death to” the suitors, who were thus put to 
about double the expense requisite for having their case 
tried once for all in the only Court with whose decision 
they are satisfied in cases of this nature. 


A VERY INGENIOUS mode of evading the payment of 
toll at Whalley-bridge-gate, has been turned to a profit 
by a certain innkeeper, who made use of the evasion for 
the purpose of attracting customers to his house. It ap- 
pears that the keeper of the White Hart has a field ad- 
joining the inn, and between the inn and the entrance 
to the field, stands the Whalley-bridge-gate. Mellor, 
the appellant, who is a farmer, was driving 120 esis: 
from Teddington to Stockport along this turnpike-road, 
and the sheep were driven into the field in question be- 
fore passing through the gates. Mellor passed the night 
at the White Hart, and next day drove the sheep out of 
the field at the opposite end and over other land, and 
into the turnpike-road at a poimt nearer Stockport, so 
that no toll was paid. 

The Stockport magistrate convicted Mellor of the 
offence of evading toll, and the appeal came on before 
the Court of Queen’s Bench sitting in banco, on the 31st 
ult. The landlord was compelled to admit that he used 
the situation of the fields as an inducement to parties 
to stay at his house all night in order to save the toll. 
“T teil my customers,” he said, “that if they stay all 
night they can get over this land without paying toll.” 

The judges were unanimous in their opinion that the 
magistrates were right in convicting the appellant of an 
intention to evade toll. And ifthe only point in the case 
were that which the judges assumed to be so—namely, 
the intention of the appellant to evade, it is surprising 
that he should have had the audacity to appeal. We are 
not satisfied, however, that the ease is within the letter 
of the Turnpike Acts, and, if not, every subject has a 
right to evade an impost if he can. 

The Lord Chief Justice was probably correct in 
his suspicion that the landlord was the real appel- 
lant, and that relying on the uncertainty of the law, 
he chose rather to incur the expense of litigation 
with the possibility of retaining his lucrative calling, 
than by submitting to the decision of the magistrates to 
undergo the certain and positive loss of a large amount 
of custom. we 

THe Ertra Exprosion, which took place nearly 
twelve months since, has produced its first piece of Liti- 
gation between insurers and assurance companies, and 
on the Ist inst. the cause of Keerett v. The London 
Assurance Company was heard before the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, and resulted in a judement for the defen- 
dants. As we anticipated,* the issue resolved itself into 
a question of contract, and the judges were unanimous 
in their view of the case. It is not improbable that the 
decision in this case may govern the proceedings of 
claimants against other companies, but there is still the 
opening left for questions which may arise from a dif- 
ferent wording of the policies of other companies. 


WE reGRET to have to record the death of Mr. George 
Finch, solicitor, Worcester, under very distressing cir- 
cumstances. On Saturday last his body was found in 
the Severn, near the village of Kempsey. A report had 
gained credence to the effect that he was pecuniarily 
embarrassed, and that an execution had been put into 
his house fora debt of upwards of £500. It appears 
that Mr. Finch left home on the Friday under the pre- 
tence of going to fish in the Severn, and the same 
evening he was seen wandering on Kempsey-ham, a 
large tract of meadow land, about three miles from 
Worcester, Not making his appearance at home at his 
usual hour, suspicions were excited, and on the river 
rams dragged the next day his body was found as 
deseribed. 





* 8 Sol, Jour. 955, 
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Mr. Gurrarp, Q.C., has announced his intention of 
contesting the gi Oey aig of Cardiff at the forth- 
coming general election, in opposition to Lieutenant- 
Colonel Stuart, the present member. Mr. Stuart has 
issued his address to the electors. 


WE UNDERSTAND that Henry Wyndham West, Esq., 
of the Northern Circuit, the Attorney-General for the 
Duchy Court of Lancaster, and Recorder of Scarborough, 
has been appointed Recorder of Manchester by sir 
George Grey, in the room of Mr. R. B. Armstrong, Q.C., 
resigned. Mr. West was called to the bar by the Inner 
Temple in 1848, —- 

WE HAVE RECEIVED the following document, which 
has been sent to us by a highly respectable firm, who 
state that it was handed to them by one of their 
clients, with the comment that he (the client) “con- 
sidered cheap law a great fallacy,” a remark the justice 
of which every day’s experience confirms :— 

INCORPORATED COMMERCIAI. AND GENERAL 
LEGAL ADVICE ASSOCIATION (LIMITED). 
Incorporated under 25th d& 26th Vict. Cap. 89. 
Temporary Offices: 3A, Laurence Pountney-place, Cannon- 
street, E.C. 

Manager: Jonn Revans, Esq. 

Annual Subscription, Five Guineas, 

STANDING COUNSEL 
At the Offices daily. 

1. Commercial and Shipping Law. 2. 
Law. 3. Conveyancing Counsel. 
5. Special Pleader, 
Law Counsel. 

Other Counsel are retained for Court Practice, 
ATTORNEYS AND SOLICITORS. 

1. Attorney and Solicitor Consulting Department. 2. 
Attorney, Common Law Procedure, and Court. 3. Solicitor, 
Equity Procedure, and Court. 

Tuts Association offers to the Public prompt LEGAL 
ADVICE anp ASSISTANCE for a small Annual Subscrip- 
tion, even though the Subscriber should want advice and 
assistance a dozen times a day, thus avoiding the uncertain 
but always long bills of costs. 

Advice.—The Association has a full Legal Staff of stand- 
ing Counsel (Common Law and Equity), and also of Solicitors 
and Attornies, each of long standing and experience. These 
gentlemen are at the Offices daily, each devoting himself to 
his own branch of Law; and whilst every attention has been 
paid to Professional Rules, the arrangements are such that 
an immediate personal interview with counsel is given to 
every Subscriber without charge, upon all those many sub- 


Other Common 
4. Equity Draftsman. 
6. Foreign Law Counsel. 7, Colonial 


jects which daily and hourly perplex every one in his ordinary 


transactions, 

Actions are prosecuted or defended in the Superior Courts 
of Common Law and Equity, and also in the County and all 
other Courts by the Law Officers of the Association for 
Subscribers gratis, Court Fees and Stamps excepted. County 
Court business always conducted by Counsel. 

Drawing and Persuing Titles, Leases, Settlements, and 
Deeds of every sort are confided toan eminent Conveyancer, 
and will be done gratis for every Subscriber. 

Commercial and Shipping Law forms an important branch 
with the Law Olficers of the Association, who will give 
advice to Subscribers, and prosecute their claims or defend 
them gratis, in all matters arising out of Charter Parties, 
Freights, Demurrage, Contracts, Collisions, or disagreements 
with crews, and in all other Commercial or Maritime mat- 
ters; and where Arbitration is desired their Counsel will 
assist. 

Foreign and Colonial Law.—For the use of Merchants, 
Shippers, Shipowners, and others having Foreign Claims, a 
Foreign and also a Colonial Law Branch is being formed, 
each under the management of a Barrister, for whom the law 
books of each country will be obtained. .The Association 
will also be in communication with an able and trustworthy 
lawyer in each Foreign and Colonial port, who will naturally 
pay special attention to cases introduced by the Association, 
in the hope of further business. 

Arbitration van readily be effected through the means of 
this Association. The Law Officers can be assisted by the 
practical knowledge of such persons as may be chosen by the 
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parties interested. A list of persons eminent for their skill 
in each subject, and willing to act, is kept at the Offices. 

Subscribers ave under no restraint or engagement. They 
may take advice of the Law Officers of the Association, and 
proceed through any other channel; ortake advice elsewhere, 
and proceed through the Association. 

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION--—FIVE GUINEAS. 
The Manager will give notice when the Collector will call. 
The Receipt will specify the Contract. 


It cannot be necessary for us now to recapitulate all 
that we have from time to time said with reference to 
such associations. It must be clear, however, that not 
only are they utterly unprofessional, but that even in a 
commercial point of view they must fail, as clients who 
have paid for their law in this way are sure to insist on 
“getting the worth of their money” to an extent which, 
unless they commit the further impropriety of getting 
counsel and solicitors to work on the principle of “no 
cure, no pay,” must soon swamp the funds of the asso- 
ciation. We remark that the “Standing Counsel” are 
so ashamed of their position that it is found necessary 
to say, that the gentlemen to appear in court are not 
the same, the most hopeful feature about the whole 
concern. 

Mr. J. A. Russet, barrister-at-law, of the Northern 
Circuit, has been appointed to succeed Mr. Armstrong, 
Q.C., as recorder of Bolton, in Lancashire. 








THE UNSEALED CONTRACTS 
BODIES. 

That an impersonal body politic should have some dis- 
tinct means of action and of speech, some outward and | 
visible sign of the corporate will, is obviously necessary. 
Accordingly, the common seal, as Peere Williams quaintly 
observes, is the hand and mouth of the corporation. The 
ancient rule of the common law was, that a corporation 
could do nothing, and could enter into no contract what- 
ever, but by means of its common seal. It was soon 
found, however, that to retain this principle in all cases 
was not only dangerously inconvenient, but almost im- | 
possible. It was intolerable that the seal should be re- 
quired for the appointment of a cook or a butler, or for | 
trivial contracts of frequent recurrence; and if only a 
beiliff by deed could distrain cattle damage feasant, the 
cattle might escape before the deed could be executed. 
By degrees, therefore, the severity of the ancient rule was 
relaxed, and exceptions were allowed in such cases as | 
those above-mentioned ; and where a corporate body pos- 
sessed a public officer or head, as a mayor, or a dean, his | 
commands might be obeyed without the sanction of the | 
common seal. The principle of all the early exceptions 
was necessity, or convenience amounting almost to neces- 
sity—a principle which might have sufficed at an early | 
stage of society, and, perhaps, might still suffice for such 
bodies as municipal or collegiate corporations, but is 
searcely adequate to the requirements of a modern trad- 
ing community. 

In the United States of America, as long ago as 
1813, Mr. Justice Story, in giving judgment in the Court | 
of Error in the case of The Bank of Columbia vy. Paterson’s 
Admor, 7 Cranch. 299, laid down the rule that “wherever 
a corporation is acting within the scope of the legitimate 
purposes of its institution, all parol contracts made by its 
authorized agents are express promises of the corporation; 
and all duties imposed on them by law, and all benefits 
conferred at their request, raise implied promises for the 
enforcement of which an action may well lie.’ It was 
not to be expected that English judges would proceed 
with trans-Atlantic rapidity; the further relaxation of the 
rule has been discussed here with characteristic caution; 
difficulties have been raised and doubts suggested, and, as 
usual, conflicting cases have caused uncertainty where it 
is very desirable that no uncertainty should exist. 

‘ It is proposed in this paper to review the modern avtho- 
rities on the subject, and to elicit, if possible, some definite 
rule of law, 
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In the Dean and Chapter of Rochester v. Pierce, 1 
Campb. 466, it was decided that, although a corporation 
cannot demise except by deed, yet it may, without deed, 
permit a person to use and occupy lands of which it is 
seised, and may maintain an action for the use and occupa- 
tion. This principle was upheld in 7he Southwark Bridge 
Company v. Siils, 2 C. & P. 371, and the Mayor of Stafford 
v. Zill, 4 Bing. 75, followed by the Mayor and Burgesses 
of Carmarthen v. Lewis, 6 C. & P. 608. In all these cases 
it isto be observed that the corporations were plaintiffs, 
and the defendants had enjoyed the benefit of the con- 
sideration. Tothis extent the Courts could rely upon old 
precedents, for, in a casein the time of Charles II. (The 
Barber-Surgeons of London vy. Pelson, 2 Lev. 252), an action 
had been brought to recover £20 forfeited by the defen- 
dant under a byelaw of the company, for refusing to act as 
steward, and on its being urged that a promise could not be 
made toa corporation aggregate but by deed, the Court re- 
fused to entertain the objection, saying thatit had been over- 
ruled in the case of the Mayor of London v. Gorrey. Again, in 
the Mayor of London v. Hunt, 3 Lev. 37 assumpsit had 
been held maintainable by the corporation of London 
for tolls; and the law had been carried further in the 
East India Company v. Glover, 1 Stra. 612, where as- 
sumpsit had been allowed to be brought by a corpora- 
tion for not accepting and taking away coffee within the 
time mentioned in the agreement of sale; but here the 
objection for want of the seal not having been taken, 
the case can only be regarded as an indication of opinion 
that the objection would not have held, and cannot be 
treated as having the force of a binding decision. 

A parol promise then could be made or implied to a 
corporation; but to be binding at law, a parol promise 
requires a consideration; and as a corporation, with the 
exceptions above mentioned, could only bind itself by 
deed, there was in fact no consideration which could 
sustain the defendant’s express or implied promises in 
the cases cited, until he had actually used the lands, taken 
the tolls, or enjoyed the privileges of the corporate com- 
munity. The defendant in such cases expressly or im- 
pliedly promises that if the corporation will confer on 
him a certain benefit, he will pay them for it; the 
corporation cannot, except by deed, promise to confer the 
benefit; but they can actually confer it, and as soon 
as it has been conferred, the defendant’s promise being 
for a good consideration, binds him at law. It would 
seem then, that where the corporation are plaintiffs 
and they have not bound themselves by deed, there is a 
valid distinction between executed and ewecutory con- 
tracts; and it is submitted that this distinction must 
remain in full force with respect to all cases concerning 
corporations that cannot be brought under some of the 
exceptions to the rule, notwithstanding the dicta to 
which we shall presently refer. Where the corporation 
are defendants, it follows that as they cannot, in general, 
promise unless by deed, the circumstance of the plaintiff 
having conferred a benefit uponthem, cannot enable him 
to maintain assumpsit which imples a parol and not a 
sealed promise, unless he can bring the case within some 
of the recognised exceptions to the rule (though where 
the form of action and the circumstances permitted it, 
the court would presume there had been a binding con- 
tract: Doe d. Pennington v. Tanicre, 18L, J. N.8.Q. B. 52)3 
hence the distinction above adverted to only obtains 
when the corporation are suing. 

Thus, in the City of London Gas Company Vv. 
Nicholls, 2 C. & P. 365, an action of assumpsit was 
brought by the plaintiffs for gas supplied to the defendants 
in the ordinary course of the plaintiffs’ business, and Chief 
Justice Best remarked that it was “ quite absurd to say 
that there was any necessity for a contract by a deed in 
such a case.” Here it will be observed that the contract 
had been evecuted. This was in-1826, but in the follow- 
ing year an action was brought by the Kast London 

Waterworks Company v. Bailey (reported 4 Bing. 283), 
for the non-delivery by the defendant of some iron pipes 
pursuant to contract. And it was decided by the 
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Court, the same learned judge presiding and deliver- 
ing judgment, that the action would not lie. The 
distinction was taken between executed and ewecutory 
contracts. The court may have considered that a con- 
tract for the supply of iron pipes hardly came within the 
principle of the exception we are considering, and the 
company not being, in the opinion of the court, estab- 
lished for the purpose of trade, did not require any 
special indulgence. The contract, therefore, was to be 
dealt with as an ordinary contract of a corporation, not 
falling within any of the exceptions, and as it had not 
been executed, it was unavailing. It may be doubted 
whether, since the discussion which the rule has under- 
gone in the more recent cases mentioned below, the con- 
tract would not now be held to fall within the exception. 
But suppose the action had been brought by the company, 
upon an executory contract, against a customer for re- 
fusing to receive the water after contracting by parol to 
do_so, it could scarcely be contended that the action 
would not lie. It would be difficult to draw any sub- 
stantial distinction between the supply of water by a 
waterworks company, and the supply of gas by a gas 
company; in either case, to require such contracts to be 
sealed, would defeat the very objects for which the com- 
pany was created, and in Church v. The Imperial Gas 
Company (in error), 6 Ad. & El. 846, it was held that a 
corporation might sue on an ewecutory contract to receive 
gas from the corporation at a fixed rate per annum, it 
being a good consideration that the company promised to 
supply it, though the promise was not under seal, and 
that “it made no difference whether the contract was 
executed or executory, nor whether the promise was ex- 
press or implied.” That is to say, that where the con- 
tract is one of necessity, or falling within a recognised 
exception, the distinction between executed and executory 
contracts does not exist, but in all other cases, it is sub- 
mitted, the distinction is not affected by the observation 
of Lord Denman, just cited, nor by the statement of 
Mr. Justice Wightman in Clark vy. Guardians of the Cuch- 
Jield Union (cited below), that the distinction had been 
repudiated, a statement which is to be explained in the 
same way. (See, on this point, the observations of the 
Court in the Fishmongers’ Company v. Robertson, 5 Man. 
& Gr. 131, and the judgment in the Australian Steam 
Navigation Company v. Marzetti, 24 L. J. N.S. Exch. 273.) 

Hitherto, when the actions had been sustained, the 
corporations had been plaintiffs, and had been per- 
mitted to sue without the formality of a seal, where 
the contract was clearly within the scope of the trad- 
ing purposes of the corporation. Prior to 1837 it 
does not appear to have been expressly decided 
whether a corporation might be sued in assumpsit 
on any executed parol contract, although it had been 
held liable in debt for the price of weights and measures 
sold and delivered, which had been examined ata full 
meeting of the corporation, thereby recognizing the con- 
tract : see De Grave vy. The Mayor and Corporation of 
Vonmouth, 4C. & P. 111: but in Beverley v. Lincoln 
Gas Company, 6 Ad. & El. 827, which came before the 
Court of King’s Bench in that year, the Court said there 
was no substantial distinction between debt and assump- 
sit, and the Company were held liable for the price of 
gas meters sold and delivered to them, although the con- 
tract for purchase had not been under seal. Mr. Jus- 
tice Paiteson, in delivering judgment, remarked that 
the old rule requiring the seal was established in a 
different stave of society, when corporations were com- 
paratively few, and that it had soon been found neces- 
sary to engraft many exceptions upon it, so that the 
Court could not be called upon to recede from the 
principle of any relaxation that had been permitted, 
the mere circumstance of novelty in the application 
ought not to deter them, for a sound decision was an 
authority for all its legitimate consequences, the re- 
laxations of the rule were in truth inconsistent with 
its principle and justified only by necessity, and on each 
occasion, when they were permitted, the rule, not un- 





naturally, received confirmation in all other respects 
though it was, perhaps, hardly fair to anticipate the 
decision of the Court upon other states of circumstances 
before they had arisen. 

In the case of the Mayor of Ludlow v. Chariton, 
6 M. & W. 815, decided subsequently to the cases of 
Beverley vy. Lincoln Gas Company, and Church v. The 
Ivperial Gas Company, the Court of Exchequer 
held that a municipal corporation, which had passed 
a resolution at a meeting, agreeing to pay a sum of 
money to the defendant for making alterations and 
improvements in the borough, which resolution had been 
entered in the corporation books, was not liable to pay 
the money after the work had been done. This seems 
to have been dccided on the ground that the contract 
not being under seal was invalid, as it did not fall 
within any of the exceptions to the general rule, and 
was not a contract of ordinary occurrence, or directly 
necessary for the purposes for which the corporation was 
instituted. The reasoning of the Court seems to admit 
by implication that the exception is not confined to cor- 
porations established for trade. 

(Zo be continued.) 


THE LEGAL POSITION OF THE CHURCH OF 
ENGLAND. 
II. 
(Continued from page 614.) 

So far concerning the church in the colonies, or else- 
where, in connection with the Church of England, but 
when the writer in the Zaw Magazine comes to deal 
with the church in Scotland and Ireland, he shows what 
we cannot but regard as a lamentable “departure” 
from the principle involved in his own previously ex- 
pressed opinions. 

It will follow from what has been said, that the Im- 
perial Parliament, looked upon merely as the representa- 
tives of the United Kingdom, would be entitled to make, 
and from time to time to vary, such regulations for the 
government’ of the Ecclesiastical Corporations, and the 
devolution of ecclesisastical property, within the realm as 
in its wisdom it might see best; and might, if it thought 
it advisable, lay down one set of rules for Yorkshire, 
another for Middlesex, a third for Wales, a fourth for 
Uister, and so on; the whole United Kingdom forming 
but one nation, and the local differences requiring, er 
hypothesi, differences of administration merely. But 
then here comes the difficulty; this British nation now 
represented in the Imperial Parliament is not one 
original society, having aright to make and vary its laws 
precisely as it may please, and unfettered by any con- 
sideration except its views of the good of the people; on 
the contrary it is an amalgamation of three separate and in- 
dependant national governments, originally connected only 
by a personal, or at most a dynastic, union, whose thrce 
separate legislatures have been formed into one by virtue 
of two written contracts, by the terms whereof, there- 
fore, the action of the United Parliament is limited and 
controlled. 

The case is exactly similiar to that of the union (or as 
it is called, the amalgamation) of two joint-stock com- 
panies; although a general meeting of either company 
might have had, as such meetings ordinarily have, the 
most unlimited powers of alteration of the articles of as- 
sociation of the company, yet if in the contract for amal- 
gamation any special provisions have been introduced, 
these thereupon become absolutely binding upon the 
amalgamated company, so that it becomes impossible for 
any body, short of an absolutely uranimous meeting of 
every shareholder, to alter or vary any of these specified 
provisions. 

While therefore before the Unions the Parliaments of 
the three kingdoms could undoubtedly have made any 
such regulations, either respecting the national religion or 
otherwise, within their respective territories, as to 
hem seemed good, and might have varied such repulations 
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from time to time as they pleased; and while the united 
Parliament, since the Unions, has had similiar authority 
over the United Kingdom in all matters not expressly 
provided for by the Acts of union respectively; it is not 
competent for the Imperial Parliament, without a breach 
of faith as gross, andan act oftyrannyas unconstitutional, 
as an assumption of despotic power on the part of the 
Crown would be, to violate or abrogate any of the terms 
specially enforced by those Acts, at any rate so long as 
any appreciable body in either country is found to dissent 
from such abrogation. 

When the people of Scotland consented, instead of 
regulating their own affairs for themselves, to be satis- 
fied with forty-five voices out of 558, they clogged that 
consent with a stipulation which amounted to this, that 
any alteration which might thereafter be made in the 
laws affecting the Church of Scotland should not extend 
to the introduction of any other than the Presbyterian 
form of church government. When the people of Ire- 
land, in their turn, relinquished their separate existence 
on getting a representation amounting to 100 seats in a 
house of 658, they stipulated, as they had a right to do if 
they chose, that no variation should thereafter be made 
in the laws affecting the Church Establishment there, 
unless the same variation was at the same time applied 
to the Establishment in England. “That anomalous 
body—the United Church of England and Ireland ” ex- 
ists, therefore, not by reason of any necessity involved in 
the union of the Kingdoms, but by virtue of one of the 
terms of asolemn compact, imposed by the weaker country 
as part of the conditions on which she agreed to surren- 
der her legislative independence. 

At the time when the provinces of Upper and Lower 
Canada were united for legislative purposes, there existed 
a certain definite provision for the payment of ministers 
of religion, which, in Lower Canada, was exclusively in 
the hands of Roman Catholic Priests, in Upper Canada 
principally, if not entirely, in those of Protestant clergy 
of various denominations. No provision having been 
made with reference to these ‘Reserves’? by the Act of 
Union, the United Parliament has since, in the exercise of 
its lawful authority, dealt with them ; but, suppose that 
Lower Canada had then expressly stipulated for the 
maintenance of her national religion for the future, as 
part of the terms on which alone she would consent to 
the union, and that afterwards a powerful Protestant 
majority in the United Parliament (with the consent, let 
us suppose, of a majority of the inhabitants of the 
country) were to abolish that provision, would it not be 
obviously a gross breach of faith, of which every dis- 
sentient, whose voice was drowned by Upper Canadian 
votes, would be justly entitled to complain. It will 
then be asked, ‘Do you mean to assert that no one 
of the Articles of Union can be altered or varied, 
no matter how altered circumstances may render such 
variation desirable?’ We do not say so. Ifa measure 
be so clearly beneficial as to obtain what may prac- 
tically be considered as universal consent in both coun- 
tries it would obviously pass unchallenged, and when there 
were no complainants, no wrong would have been 
done; but in any case not obtaining such general “ assent 
and consent” it seems to us that the only constitutional 
and honest method of getting rid of any objectionable 
article of either union, would be to dissolve the union in 
question, to summon separate national Parliaments on the 
old dis-united basis, and then to re-unite on such new 
terms as these Parliaments might agree to. Whenever, 
if ever, the time shall come, when a Scotch Parliament 
duly convened would consent to an Episcopal form 
of Church government, or when an Irish Parliament 
(sitting in its integrity, and not merely by the 137 mem- 
bers who now form its delegation to the Imperial Legis- 
lature) wouid consent to enter into terms of union with- 
out the fifth articie of the present compact, then, and not 
till then, would it be honestly within the powers of the 
Legislature to deal independently with the Church Estab- 
lishment in Scotland and Ireland. 


That any such proposal, if now made to either of the 
bodies suggested, would be certain of defeat, is too obvious 
to require assertion; whether it would or not be beneficial 
to either or both countries that the terms of union should 
be thus altered, and the hands of Parliament set free in 
this matter, we do not inquire, nor yet whether it is con- 
sistent with the idea of the union here existing, that 
separate national interests should be maintained; we 
must deal with a written contract as we find it. An 
attempt to evade or override such a contract on the ground 
that it ought not to have been entered into, is, even when 
well founded in the particular case, a precedent pessimi 
exempli. 

With the conclusion of the article we have been con- 
sidering we must take the liberty of expressing our 
hearty concurrence, and we trust that the prudence and 
moderation of those by whose counsels the corporate 
action of the Church of England is directed and governed, 
may long continue, as at present, to check all attempts at 
introduction, by any party, of the bed of Procrustes, 
and that the “ liberal and comprehensive character ” which 
alone benefits a national Church may be not merely 
retained, but fostered and expanded. 





DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT WITH CREDITORS. 
WEEE. 
(Continued from page 566.) 

2. As to joint and separate creditors. The question 
whether joint and separate creditors are to be kept 
distinct, and whether, in the case of a deed dealing with 
both classes of creditors, the assent of the statutory 
majority of each class is requisite was first mooted 
(under the Act of 1849) in Ev parte Calvert, 6 W. R. 
787, 3 De G. & J. 109, but no decision was there 
pronounced upon it. It next came before the Courts 
(under the present Bankruptcy Act) in Er parte Castle- 
ton, re Castleton, 10 W. R. 851, 31 L. J. Bkey. 71, where 
a composition deed having been entered into by one of 
three persons carrying on business in partnership, the 
compounding partner was afterwards arrested on a 
judgment obtained against him jointly with his co- 
partners. The Lords Justices directed his discharge 
from custody under section 198, but though the point 
under consideration was argued, there was no proof 
that there were any joint cre !itors who had not executed 
the deed, so that the point did not really arise. 

The next case on the subject is Mr parte Cockburn, 
12 W. R. 673, 33 L. J. Bkey. 17. There Messrs. Smith 
& Laxton, the arranging debtors, had, until November, 
1862, carried on business in partnership, as wine mer- 
chants, and in the month of June following, each 
of them executed a deed of composition with his 
creditors, containing precisely similar provisions. After 
this deed had been duly registered, they were jointly 
adjudicated bankrupts, the petitioning creditor’s debt 
being a sum of £125 in respect of a bill of exchange 
accepted by the debtors during their partnership. Under 
‘these circumstances the Commissioner annulled the 
adjudication, and on appeal the Lord Chancellor upheld 
his decision. On the hearing of the appeal it was strongly 
urged that the deeds would not protect the debtors from 
proceedings in bankruptcy, unless they could show that 
the statutory majority of joint creditors had assented 
to them. The Lord Chancellor, however, held that as 
there was not shown to be any joint estate, this 
argument was not tenable, although “if there had been 
joint estate it might have been otherwise.” This case, 
therefore, decides that where there is no joint estate, it 
does not lie in the mouth of any of the joint creditors at 
all events to object that a statutory majority of their 
number has not assented to the de:d. 

In Walker vy. Nevill, 13 W.R. 523, a deed was pleaded, 
which was expressed to be be made between W. N., and 
W.J.N., “merchants and co-partners,” of the first part, 
certain trustees of the second part, and the “ several per. 
sons, companies, and partnership firms, who are creditors of 
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the said W. N., and W. J. N., or one of them,” of the third 
part. The deed provided for the payment to all the cre- 
ditors of a composition of eighteen shillings in the pound 
by certain instalments, and for the managing and wind- 
ing-up of the business, until the composition was paid, 
under the inspection of the parties of the second part. 
The plea averred that “a majority in number represent- 
ing three-fourths in value of the said creditors of the de- 
fendants, and each of them,” had in writing assented to 
or approved of the deed. It was objected to this plea, 
that it appeared therefrom that there were joint and 
separate creditors, and also joint and separate estates of 
the compounding debtors, and that the deed was bad, as 
it placed joint and separate creditors on the same footing, 
making no distinction between them. The Court, how- 
ever, thought that this objection was not tenable, and 
that whatever might have been the case with regard to a 
deed of assignment, where the property assigned was to be 
distributed among the creditors, it did not invalidate a 
deed of composition and inspectorship. It was further 
objected that the deed could not bind the non-assenting 
creditors unless the requisite majority of each class had 
assented. On the soundness of this objection no opinion 
was expressed, the Court thinking that the allegation that 
“a majority of the said creditors of the defendants, and 
each of them,” had assented, was a sufficient averment 
of such assent if it were necessary. 

One other case remains to be noticed under this head. 
In Ex parte Oldfield, Re Oldfield, 11 L. T. N.S. 756, a 
deed of assignment of the joint and separate estates “ of 
them and each of them” was made by two partners to 
trustees upon trust for distribution among their joint and 
separate creditors, as if they had, on the day of the date 
of the deed, been adjudicated bankrupts. Oldfield, one 
of the debtors, had, in point of fact, no separate estate, 
and the Liverpool Bankruptcy Commissioner deeming 
the deed, on that account, a fraud on his separate credi- 
tors, adjudicated him bankrupt at the instance of one of 
their number who had not assented to the deed. On appeal 
the Lord Chancellor annulled this adjudication, considering 
that the terms of the assignment were perfectly proper, 
with the view of passing all the estate which the debtors 
might possess, and that they contained no fraudulent re- 
presentation that there was any separate estate. In the 
course of his judgment he made the following observa- 
tious:—“ The Act of Parliament does not admit, in a 
matter of this kind, of separate creditors being consulted 
separately in respect of the separate estate. By the pro- 
visions of the statute the whole body of the creditors are 
to deliberate and decide together. There is nothing to 
warrant the conclusion that separate creditors might not 
constitute a majority even if there were no separate es- 
tate.” These remarks must, of course, be viewed with 
due regard to the circumstances of the case then before 
the Chancellor, but if his meaning was that in no case 
would the assent of each class of creditors be requisite, 
his observations were entirely extrajudicial, for in the case 
then before him the assent of the statutory majority of 
each class had, in fact, been obtained. 

Although it has been decided that where there is no 
joint estate objection cannot be taken to the deed by a 
joint creditor, on the ground that a statutory majority of 
his class has not assented to it (and where there is no 
separate estate the same principle would, it is presumed, 
apply to separate creditors), it remains an open question 
whether, where the compounding debtors have joint as 
well as seperate estate, the assent of the statutory 
majority of each class of creditors must be obtained. 
This depends upon the construction to be put upon 
section 192, and it is, no doubt, difficult to put any con- 
struction upon that section which would not give rise to 
some difficulties; but the obvious intention of the Legis- 
lature, and the balance of convenience, certainly seem to 
be in favour of a construction which would keep the 
joint and separate creditors distinct for the purposes of 
the first condition of section 192, The object of that 
section clearly is, that it should be in the power of the 





creditors to administer the d: btor’s estate, or to make the 
best terms with him they can, without incurring the 
expence incidental to an administration by the Court of 
Bankruptcy; but it never can have been intended to 
give joint creditors the power of paying their debts in 
full, or obtaining a larger dividend at the expense of the 
separate creditors, or vice versd. And it is by no means 
impracticable, without any straining of the words of the 
section, to put a construction upon it which would 
obviate the possibility of such an injustice. Condition 1 
of the 192nd section requires, in order that a deed 
between a debtor and his creditors may be binding, the 
assent of a certain majority of “the creditors of such 
debtor.” Now, the courts have no doubt decided that 
this must mean ail the creditors of the debtor; but surely 
the majority who are to bind, and the minority who are 
to be bound, must all be creditors of the same compound- 
ing debtor, whereas, it the view contended for be not sus- 
tained, the separate creditors of A. (whose estate, let us 
suppose, would pay twenty shillings in the pound) might 
be bound to take a very small composition by the separate 
creditors of B., whose separate estate may be absolutely 
valueless. It is clear that the interests of A.’s creditors 
and B.’s creditors, and the creditors of A. + B., may be 
essentially different, so Jong as the present bankrupt law, 
recognizing a distinction between joint and separate 
estates, remains in force; and it would be very strange 
if the Legislature had, without any distinct enactment, 
left either of these classes at the mercy of the other. 
Take the case of Lx parte Cockburn, referred to above, as 
an illustration. There was in that case no joint estate, and 
the co-debtors entered each into a separate deed, under- 
taking to pay all his creditors threepence in the pound. 
Each of them would, of course, include in the number of 
his creditors all to whom he was jointly indebted with his 
co debtor for the full amount of their debts; and it is 
clear that unless the separate estates would pay twenty 
shillings in the pound, the smallest composition would be 
a gain to the joint creditors, and they would therefore be 
only too glad to assent to any such ,proposal. Suppose, 
however, that in such a case, the separate estates could 
each have paid ten shillings in the pound. Every one of 
the separate creditors would naturally dissent from a 
proposal to pay them threepence, and yet the deb‘ors 
might (even if all the creditors were lumped toge.her 
under one deed, but much more soif each debtor entered 
into a separate deed), with the help of their joint 
creditors, so swamp their separate creditors, as to bind 
them to a most unjust arrangement. It is submitted, 
therefore, that for the purpose of calculating the assents 
under the 192nd section, A. should be regarded as one 
compounding debtor, B. as another, and A. + B. as a 
third. It would not, indeed, be difficult to point ous 
certain inconveniences which might result from this con- 
struction, but the truth is, that so to construe the sect?on 
as to avoid all difficulty, is quite impossible, and the only 
course open is, upon a balance of evils, to choose the 
least. 

Much controversy has arisen with regard to the mode 
in which a deed, perfected under section 192,is to be 
used for the protection of the debtor; in what cases it 
can be pleaded, and when it is available only tu protect 
his goods from execution, and his person from arrest. 
These questions arise upon the construction of section 
198, which provides that “ after notice of the filing and 
registration of such deed has been given as aforesaid, no 
execution, sequestration, or other process against the 
debtor’s property, in respect of any debt, and no process 
against his person, in respect of any debt, other than such 
process or warrant as may be had against a debtor about 
to depart out of England, shall be available to any credi- 
tor or claimant without leave of the Court; and a cer- 
tificate of the filing and registration of such deed under 
the hand of the Chief Registrar and the seal of the 
Court shall be available to the debtor for all purposes 
as a protection in bankruptcy.” 

It will be observed in the first place that this proteo- 
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tion is granted “after notice of the filing, &c., of such 
deed has been given as aforesaid.” Now, there is no 
previous section which provides for any such notice, but 
the Lord Chancellor, in Hx parte Morgan, 11 W.R. 316, 32 
L. J. Bkcy. 15, expounded these words as referring to the 
publication in the London Gazette required by section 
192, of a copy of the entry made with regard to the deed 
in the Registrar’s book. It has been decided further that 
the certificate of the filing and registration of the deed is 
no. conclusive evidence that the requirements of section 
192 have been complied with, and that it affords no pro- 
tection to the debtor unless the deed be a valid one (see 
Ex parte Ramlings, 11 W. R. 157, 32 L. J. Bkey. 27, per 
Knight Bruce, L. J.; Zlderton v. Jewell, 11 W. R. 755, 
82 L. J. C. P. 256; Dewhurst y. Kershaw, 11 W. R. 315, 
1H. & C. 726; and Leigh v. Pendlebury, 12 W. R. 468, 33 
L. J.C. P. 172). The Court of Queen’s Bench has, how- 
ever, lately decided that where a sheriff has discharged 
the debtor from custody on his producing the Chief 
Registrar’s certificate, an action for an escape cannot be 
maintained against the sheriff by reason of such dis- 
c..arge, even although the deed prove to be a bad one 
(Lloyd v. Harrison, 34 L. J. Q. B. 97). The Chief Justice 
dissented from this decision, and the case will shortly be 
argued in the Exchequer Chamber. 
(To be continued.) 


ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATE TAX. 

The Manchester Guardian has lately, in a temperate 
and well-written article, considered the question of the 
certificate tax from a lay point of view; and though we 
do not by any means agree with all that the writer 
of that article advances, we are glad to find, on the 
whole, that the public, or that portion thereof represented 
by the excellent journal in question, is impressed with 
the justice of our cause. 
against the imputation, recklessly thrown out by Mr. 
Gladstone, and incautiously repeated by the Manchester 
Guardian, that this matter is now being brought forward 
as a hustings question; we do, indeed, recommend all our 
readers to look well at the list with which we furnished 
them last week, in case they should be called upon 





in that session, when a dissolution was still more than 
two years off, is pressed with the utmost urgency. Nor 
can it be said that the point then started was suffered 
to drop till the present “ critical conjuncture,’ for we 
find that in the remaining half of the same volume 
the subject was mentioned in our leading columns 
not less than seven times, and that, so far from depre- 
cating for the discussion of this grievance “ a time when 
the House of Commons was more free than it can be now 
from electioneering influences,” petitions were actually 
presented to the House of Commons, at our instance, 
by Sir Hugh Cairns and Mr. Malins, in the course of 
that session, one, at least, whereof had been entirely 
prepared by us, and had lain for signature at this office. 

That “the near approach of a general election” may 
have determined some doubtful or wavering votes is not 
improbable, but we entirely deny that the time was 
selected with any such object, either by the hon. mem- 
ber who brought the question forward, or the body 
whom he, for the nonce, represented. We have given a 
true history of the “rise and progress” of the present 
agitation, which has only come on for discussion in this 
session because last year the public were so full of the 
Danish war that there was no hope of a question of home 
interest only obtaining a hearing. 
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PATENT LAW REFORM.* 

(From the Scientific Review.) 
It is, we believe, an undeniable fact that by far the greater 
number of real and valuable inventions are made by working 
men, or mechanics, in the receipt of weekly wages, and 


| who, from their position in life, cannot be expected to have 


We must, however, protest | 


during the summer to decide between the opposing claims | 


of equally, or nearly, balanced candidatures; but we utterly 
deny that this movement was set on foot, prosecuted, 
or brought forward, with any such view. 

Those of our readers who have honoured this Journal 
with their attention for any time, know that so long ago 
as the 14th February,4 863, when there was neither the 
memory of the last contest, nor the dread of the coming 
one, present to the minds of members,a correspondent 
suggested in our columns* that a plan should be 
organized for bringing the question, which had been 
permitted to drop since 1853, prominently before the 
notice of Parliament, and that that time was expressly 
selected because there was “ every probability of a quiet 
session,” that is to say, because the political atmosphere 
was so calm that there was no reason for supposing that 
any special excitement would intervene. They will know 
alsothat thissuggestion was backed by another letterf point- 
ing out that there was then (as now) a surplus to be dealt 
with, and putting in a claim, which Parliament has now 
indorsed, for consideration in dealing therewith—a fact 
which disposes of the misdirected opposition of the Times 
—and that in compliance with these suggestions we, on 
the 2nd of May, 1863, published an article{ on the sub- 
ject, which was the commencement of the movement 
which has, so far, been crowned with success. 

But in that article, so far were we from counselling 
delay or procrastination, so far from suggesting that the 
eve of a general election would be a peculiarly fitting 
time for the renewal of the agitation which had been 
dormant for nearly ten years, that we especially urged 
on our readers the necessity of immediate action; and 
the desirability of getting a bill introduced, if possible, 


* 7Sol. Jour. 284, + 7 Sol. Jour, 325. ¢ 7 Sol. Jour. 483, 





at their command the funds necessary to meet the very 
heavy tax which the law demands as a condition of their 
reaping the benefit of that which, by every principle of 
justice, belongs to them as a right—namely, the fruit of 
their own labour. 

Whatever may be the difficulties with which our legisla- 
tors have thought proper to surround the law for granting 
patents, one thing is certain—that hitherto they have 
denied the poor inventor that equality of justice and pro- 
tection which is so readily obtained by his richer and more 
fortunate rival. ‘* Nihil honestuim esse potest, quod justitia 
vacat.” We therefore maintain that any measure for re- 
forming the patent laws, which does not fully recognize the 
just demands of the poor inventor, cannot be accepted as 
satisfactory, the present law, in their relation to inventors 
of limited means, being a disgrace to our statute book, 
amounting in many cases to a practical denial of justice. 

That our convictions of the state of the present law are 
founded upon fact, we have the testimony of the commis- 
sioners appointed by her Majesty, ‘‘to consider the working 
of the law for granting letters patent for inventions,” who, 
in the opening page of their report, state:—‘* We have been * 
pressed with the opinion that the costs of obtaining letters 
patent, together with the fees payable on their continuance 
up to the full term of fourteen years, although reduced to 
£175, payable by instalments, of which the first does not 
exceed £25, is still so high as to be an insuperaple bar to 
the poor inventor in obtaining the protection to which he is 
fairly entitled.” 

Who, after reading such a paragraph as this, would not 
have expected that a fact so self-evident would at once have 
let the commissioners to consider the fair claim of the poor 
inventor as one of primary importance ? instead of which, their 
first recommendation is as follows:—‘‘ Your commissioners 
do not find that the present cost of obtaining letters patent 
is excessive, or the method of payment inconvenient; they 
do not, therefore, recommend any alteration of the present 
system on those points.” 

How such an opposite and contradictory result could have 
been arrived at is not difficult to determine, if we inquire 
who the witnesses were, and examine the oral evidence 
given. ee 

Among the twenty-one gentlemen who gave their evidence 
viva voce, we have, in the first place, eight Government 
~* We reprint the following article from the Scientific Review, not be- 
cause we agree with it—our sentiments on the patent question have 
been frequently expressed,—but because it presents the subject froma 
point of view which will probably be new to most of our readers. 
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officials—viz., the Duke of Somerset, Admiral Robinson, 
General Lefroy, H. Reeve, C. M. Cleode, F. A. Abel, F.R.S., 
Bennet Woodcroft, and Mr. Edmunds. How far these 
gentlemen would be likely to assist the poor inventor in 
establishing his claim for equal justice, the recent case of 
Feather v. The Queen olfers at once a ready and sufficient 
answer. 

The next on the list are three barristers—viz., Messrs. 
Grove, Webster, and Montague Smith—all highly honour- 
able men, and well up in the legal quibbles sown broadcast 
in every patent opposition. But would it not be hoping 
against hope that a barrister, whose practice chiefly consists 
in conducting important disputed cases of patent right, can 
have any great amount of sympathy for a poor struggling 
inventor, unable, on account of the present prohibitory rates, 
to secure a patent, and therefore not likely to be of much 
importance in their estimation, as a digest of the evidence of 
of the three gentlemen referred to clearly proves ? 

To the three lawyers above mentioned, we have now to add 
three patent agents—Messrs. Carpmael, Newton, and Spence 
—of whom we think it may be truly said that ‘‘ Cesar is 
very like Pompey, especially Cesar:” for if the poor 
inventor finds but little sympathy from the barrister, he can 
hardly expect to receive more from the patent agent ; for 
many patent agents shrink from the poor client as the 
ancients did from the leper. 

The last of our witnesses comprise seven patentees—viz., 
Messrs. J. Scott Russell, J. Platt, M. Curtis, R. A. Macfie, 


Richard Roberts, Sir F. Crossley, and, lastly, that cham- | 


pion of the poor inventor, Sir William Armstrong. 

Here then, at least, we may expect that the poor inventor 
would meet with warm friends and supporters. Alas! for 
poor human nature, With one exception these inventors and 
patentees seem but little inclined to assist the poor inventor, 
and perhaps we should say, seem disposed to keep him where 
he is. It is not too much to assume that, as several of these 
gentlemen have become very wealthy men, their present 
position may be due to the working of one or more success- 
ful patents, a result which every inventor would hail with 
delight. Let us see, from their evidence, how they propose 
to deal with their less fortunate brethren. 

One of the questions put by the commissioners is as follows: 
—‘‘Should the cost of obtaining letters patent be diminished 
or increased?” &e., &c. ‘To which question Messrs. J. Scott 
Russell, J. Platt, M. Curtis, Sir William Armstrong, and 
Sir F. Crossley, replied that they would make no alteration. 

Mr. R. A. Macfie would have the cost increased ; and the 
late Mr. Richard Roberts, C.E., Member of the Council of 
the Inventor's Institute, was the only inventor examined, 
vivd voce, who recommended a reduction in the present 
cost. 

From the facts here recorded, we think there cannot be 
two opinions as to the total absence of that evidence which 
the poor inventor alone could have fully given, and which 
the commissioners did not think it worth their while to 
obtain, except by an indirect mode, which, however, neces- 
sitated their recording the opening peragraph we have quoted 
from their report, and which ought to have been followed up 
amongst their recommendations. 
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COMMON LAW: 


ACCEPTANCE OF GooDS—STATUTE OF FRAUDS. 
Smith and Another, Assignees, Sc. v. Hudson, Q. B., 13 
W. R. 683. 

This case must be regarded as a “leading decision” 
upon the construction of the 17th section of the Statute 
of Frauds. It will contribute materially towards a settle- 
ment of those few words, every one of which—to use 
the words of an eminent writer—“ has cost a subsidy.” 
In order to explain the effect of the decision, we must 
briefly refer to the facts of the case. The defendant was 
a farmer at Castle Acre, in the county of Norfolk, and 
the plaintiffs were the assignees of a corn merchant 
named Willden, At a market held at King’s Lynn, on 
the 3rd of November, 1863, the defendant entered into a 
verbal contract with Willden to sell him forty-eight and 
a-half quarters of barley at thirty-five shillings a quarter. 
There was no payment made on account, and the sale 
was by sample. On the 7th November, the bulk was 








taken in the defendants waggons to Swaffham-station, 
and left there, in accordance with the usage of the trade, 
“to the order of Mr. Willden.” Two days afterwards 
Willden became bankrupt, and previous to the bank- 
ruptecy he had taken no active step whatever with re- 
spect to the acceptance or refusal of the goods, and no 
one, by his authority, had compared the bulk with the 
sample. The defendant, on the 11th November, gave the 
station-master notice not to part with the goods without 
his consent, and accordingly, when the assignees of the 
bankrupt claimed them, they were not delivered up. On 
the 5th of December the railway company re-delivered 
them to the defendant, against whom the assignees sub- 
sequently brought an action for the recovery of the 
goods. The main question raised under these circum- 
stances, for the consideration of the Court, was, whether 
there had been any acceptance by the buyer of the corn 
sold to him, so as to preclude the seller from reclaiming it. 

Now, the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds enacts 
(amongst other things) that “no contract for the sale 
of goods, &c., for the price of £10 and upwards, shall be 
allowed to be good, except the buyer shall accept part of 
the goods so sold, and actually receive the same.” Was 
there in this case such an acceptance and receipt as to 
satisfy this section? Mr. Mellish, in a most elaborate ar- 
| gument, contended that there was, and there was cer- 
tainly much evidence to support his reasoning. The 
goods were delivered to the buyer’s order, and at the 
place specified by him. Then, four days elapsed before 
the seller attempted to reclaim the goods, and that lapse 
of time, it was submitted, was of itself evidence of accept- 
ance and receipt. The seller had done, as the Chief Jus- 
tice pointed out, all he could ; and, as far as he was con- 
' cerned, therefore, the contract might be considered 

irrevocable, and no notice of rescission could avail to pre- 
' vent the assignees from completing the bankrupt’s title. 
, Mr. Gray, on the other hand, urged that mere lapse of 
| time was no evidence of acceptance, especially when, as 
the facts proved, the purchase had been made by a person 
over whom bankruptcy was immediately impending. It 
could not be held, he said, that the bankrupt who had 
not lifted a finger to perfect his possession, had accepted, 
and acceptance by the buyer was absolutely necessary, in 
order to perfect the contract. The acceptance by the as- 
signees, again, was of no use, because, before they elected 
to accept, the defendant had elected to rescind. 

The Court were unanimously of opinion that there 
had been no acceptance within section 17 of the statute, 
and with one exception, to which we shall presently re- 
fer, the judgments delivered seem in harmony with other 
decisions in similar cases. Thus, in /art v. Bush, 27 
L. J. Q. B. 271, the goods sold were, by arrangement be- 
tween the parties, sent to a wharf to be put on board 
ship, with a view to their delivery afterwards at their 
final destination. An invoice was sent with a letter to 
the defendant, the purchaser, on the day of their delivery 
at the wharf, but he took no notice either of the goods 
the invoice, or the letter. The goods were eventually 
lost at sea, and it was held that they had perished to the 
vendor and not to the purchaser. So also in Jlunt v. 
Hecht, 8 Exch. 814, the defendant agreed to purchase of 
the plaintiff bones of a particular kind, to be separated 
from a heap of various bones, and gave the plaintiff a 
note addressed to a wharfinger to receive and ship the 
bones. The plaintiff, in pursuance of the agreement, 
sent some bones to the wharf, but upon inspection the 
defendant declined to accept them on the ground that 
they were not what he had bargained for, and it was 
held that he was justified in his refusal, inasmuch as, 
although there had been a receipt, there was no acceptance. 
“Tf a person agrees to buy a quantity of goods to be 
taken from the bulk” said Alderson, B., “he does not 
| purchase the particular part bargained for, until it is 
separated from the rest, and he cannot be said to accept 
that which he knows nothing of, otherwise it would 
make him the acceptor of whatever the vendor chose to 
send him ; whereas, he has a right to see whether, in his 
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judgment, the goods sent correspond with the order. 
This case was assented to by Cockburn, C.J., in the princi- | 
pal case. “There is” he says “a distinction between | 
mere bodily receipt and receipt animo accipiendi. In | 
the present case the sale was a sale by sample, and the 
buyer had a right to see that the bulk corresponded with | 
sample, and until he had seen that, there was no accept- 
ance.” 

It may be doubted if the proposition thus enunciated 
by the learned judge is borne out by the authorities on 
the subject. As Blackburn, J., observed in his judgment 
in the principal case, “a man may accept goods by ‘tak- | 
ing to’ them, subject to a subsequent examination of | 
their quality;” and Mellor, J., agreed that there may be | 
cases “where there is such an acceptance as to bind the 
contract, and yet the vendee may refuse afterwards to 
carry it out, because, for instance, the goods are not in 
accordance with sample.” Thus, in Morton v. Zibbett, 15 
Q. B. 428, the defendant purchased wheat by sample, and 
eventually repudiated his contract, on the ground that 
tre bulk and sample did not correspond. The Court | 
there held, that although the defendant had done nothing 
which would have precluded him from objecting that , 
the wheat delivered was not according to the contract, | 
yet there was evidence to justify the jury in finding (as, 
in fact, they had found) that the defendant had ac- 
cepted and received it. There are express decisions, the 
Court remarked, that there may be acceptance and re- 
ceipé of goods by purcheser within the statute of frauds, 
although he has had no opportunity of examining them. 

It seems difficult at first sight to reconcile Hunt v. 
Hecht, with the last-mentioned case. But the variance 
between them disappears if it be remembered that in 
deciding whether or not the statute of frauds has been 
complied with in a particular case, all the circumstances 
must be taken logether. There is no sovereign rule as | 
to what is, or what is not, a good acceptance, and the 
mere fact that the buyer has not compared bulk with 
sample, may be outweighed, as in Morton v. Tibbett, 
by the rest of the evidence in the case. In the principal 
case the evidence pointed strongly against acceptance, | 
and it was for that reason that the Court decided in 
favour of the defendant. The decision appears to be 
sound, and—with the exception of the observation of the 
Chief Justice, on which we have commented, and which 
was not the ratio decidendi—in accordance with the 
previous authorities upon the subject. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices.) 

May 27.—In ve the Adelphi Hotel Company (Limited) ; 
Best's Case.—Yhis was an appeal from an order of the Master | 
of the Rolls, placing Mr. Best on the supplemental list of 
contributories of the Adelphi Hotel Company (Limited). 
The case has been already noticed in our columns,* where 
the facts sufticiently appear. 

Mr. Danie/, Q.C., and Mr. Elderton were for the appeal ; 
Mr. Baggallay, Q.C., and Mr. Fry were for the official 
managers. 

Lord Justice Kyicur Bruce.—Whether the law of this 
country, as it at present stands, or is understood, or is ad- 
ministered, is or is not in a strange and inconvenient state, 
it must he conceded that tomake Mr. Best liable, there must 
have been, on the part of the gentlemen called directors, 
either an aceeptance of his offer, or an allotment and appro- 
priation of shares ; and if, as is my opinion, no such accept- 
ance, allotment, or appropriation has taken place, the 
attempt to make him liable must fail, and Mr. Best cannot 
be made a contributory. 

Lord Justice TURNER was of the same opinion. 








COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco before Lord Chief Justice CockpurRN and 
CromPron, BLACKBURN, and SHEE, J.J.) 
May 27.—Austin vy. Bunyard.—This was an action tried 
#9 dol. Jour, 639, 








before the Lord Chief Justice, and involved the question 
whether a post-dated cheque, payable to order, was invalid. 
The case came before the Court under the recent statute 
with regard to imposing one penny stamps upon bankers’ 


| cheques and re-settling the duties on bills of exchange. On 


the trial the learned judge ruled that a post-dated cheque 
ought to be stamped as a promissory note, on the ground 
that it was not payable till after its date, and he conse- 
quently refused to allow the cheque in question to be given 
in evidence, and nonsuited the plaintiff. A rule was ob- 
tained by the plaintiff to set the nonsuit aside and enter the 
verdict for him, on the authority of the case of Whistler v. 
Foster, in which the Court of Common Pleas had over- 
ruled a precisely similar objection ; and after hearing the 
arguments of Mr. Lloyd for the plaintiff, and Mr. Lawton 
for the defendant, 

The Court, in deference to the authority in question, 
made the rule absolute, 
ROLLS COURT. 

June 1.—Lawrence vy. Austin.—This was a motion for a 
mandatory injunction, to restrain the defendant from ob- 
structing the ancient lights of certain cottage property of the 
plaintiff. The obstruction in question consisted in the rais- 
ing of a wall which is fifteen feet from the plaintiff’s cottages, 
from the height of eight feet and fifteen feet to thirty feet 
and fifty-two feet respectively. 

Mr. Baggallay, Q.C., and Mr. Schomberg, were for the 
plaintiffs ; Mr. Southgate, Q.C., and Mr. Lake Russell, for 
the defendants. 

The Master oF tHE Rotts said that although he would 
defer his judgment till he had perused the affidavits, yet he 
would take that opportunity of remarking on the very in- 
convenient jurisdiction which Sir Hugh Cairns’s Act and the 
interpretation of it by the Lords Justices had bestowed 





| upon the Court. The question in the majority of suits re- 
| lating to ancient lights was essentially one of damages, and 
| could be disposed of far more advantageously in a court of 


law than in a court of equity. The plaintiff in the present 
ease put on him the functions of a jury, and asked him to 
do that which was essentially the work of a jury, and which 
he, sitting both as judge and jury, had not the same facili- 
ties to perform. - 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lorp Curer Justicr Erve and 
Wittes, Bytes, and Krarine, JJ.) 

May 26.—Dhelps v. The London and North-Western Rail- 
way Company.—The plaintiff in this case was’ a solicitor, 
living in Kent, and in 1863 he travelled for a client into 
Wales, having to attend a county court at Machynlleth. He 
earried with him a portmanteau containing clothing and algo 
some deeds and money, to be used for the purposes of the 
suit in the county court. At the journey’s end the port- 
manteau was missing, and was not found for several days, 
and the plaintiff was put to considerable expense and in- 
convenience in searching forit. In the following year the 
plaintiff went the same journey upon the same business, and 
carried with him the same deeds. By a singular coincidence 
the portmanteau was again missing, though there was only 
a few hours’ delay. The plaintiff now sued for damages for 
the temporary loss of the property, and at the trial the jury 
found for him for £44 10s. The question now was whether a 
rule should be made absolute to reduce the damages to £20, 
upon the ground that the money and the deeds were not 
personal luggage, for the loss or detention of which the rail- 
way company were liable. 

Mr. Huddleston, Q.C., and Mr. Prideaus appeared to show 
cause against the rule ; and Mr. Kemplay to support it. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said he was of opinion that the 
money and deeds were not luggage for the plaintiff’s per- 
sonal use on the journey as a traveller. What he took with 
him in his capacity of attorney for the service of another per- 
son the carriers were not responsible for as personal luggage. 

Rule absolute. 

COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Ho.noyp. ) 

May 26.—In ve T. W. Bilton.—The bankrupt, who was 
a solicitor carrying on business in Carey-street and at 
Hastings, applied by adjournment to pass his examination 
and for an order of discharge. 

Mr. Sargood appeared for the assignees, and Mr. Goldring 
supported the bankrupt. 

There was no opposition to the passing of the examination 




















but upon the order of discharge the bankrupt was opposed 
by the assignees. The bankrupt, on being examined, said 
that he had been in actual practice for about three years, 
and he attributed his difficulties to failure in an action which 
was brought against him for negligence. Various injurious 
reports were circulated respecting him through the town of 
Hastings, and his business was ruined in consequence. | He 
had been engaged in several bankruptcy matters at Hastings, 
but his bills of costs had not yet been taxed by the regis- 
trar. 

Mr. Goldring said he would undertake, on the bankrupt’s 
behalf, that all the assistance necessary to the realization of 
the assets should be afforded. 

His Honour in consideration of the circumstance that the 
bankrupt had not been in difficulties before, granted an im- 
mediate order of discharge, without annexing any condition 
as to future-acquired property. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN. ) 

May 29th.—Jn ve W. Hf. Maunsell.—The case of this bank- 
rupt, who formerly practised as a Solicitor at Dublin, again 
came before the court but was adjourned in consequence of 
further information being necessary with regard to property 
under mortgage. 

May 31.—Jn ve Partridge.—Practice in prison cases,— 
This was an application for an order of discharge. 

Mr. Sargood opposed for creditors; and the bankrupt 
was not represented. 

In this case the attention of the Court was called to the 
mode in which the petition had been prepared and filed. The 
bankrupt, upon being examined, said that while in confine- 
ment in Whitecross-street prison he was introduced by the 
governor and two or three of the principal officers to a Mr. 
Raban, as a person who would file his petition. He believed 
Mr. Raban to be a solicitor, but he afterwards ascertained 
that he was only an accountant. He paid Mr. Raban 
£4 3s. 6d., and he prepared and presented the petition. 

Mr. Sargood asked the bankrupt who was the solicitor 
acting for him. 

The bankrupt replied, that he had no solicitor at all. 

The CoMMIssioNER said that it was very strange, for the 
petition was attested by Mr. Richard Bramwell, solicitor, of 
Basinghall-street. 

The bankrupt adhered to his statement that he had no 
solicitor. He said that he never saw Mr. Bramwell until 
some time after the bankruptcy, when he saw him in Mr. 
Rabans office. Mr. Raban introduced Mr. Bramwell, saying, 
‘‘here is a gentleman to look after your affairs.” He never 
saw Mr. Bramwell in the prison. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN asked whether Mr. Bram- 
well was present, but no reply was made. 

Mr. Saurgood, for his clients, applied that the petition 
should be dismissed as illegal. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN said it was quite clear that 
the petition could not stand, for although it purported to be 
attested by an attorney, it was clear that no attestation had 
been made. His Honour said it was to be regretted that 
the prisons should be infested by persons calling themselves 
accountants, who preyed upon the poor wretches who were 
in confinement. He should consider whether the name of 
Mr. Bramwell conld be retained on the roll of attorneys 
practising in this court. He was determined to put a stop 
tothe system of presenting petitions through accountants, 
and it must be understood that for the future all petitions 
which were filed by an accountant, although nominally 
attested by a solicitor, must be dismissed. The present 
petition was a fraud upon the Court, and would be dis- 
missed. 

Petition dismissed. 

(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

May 27.—In re Captain Crossman.—This was a renewed 
application for release from eustody by Captain Charles 
Perey Crossman, a retired captain in the army, residing in 
6, Queen Anne-street, Cavendish-square, and who attributed 
his bankruptcy to the facet of his having incurred liabilities 
on account of the Hon. Richard Bethell, which that person 
had failed to meet. The case had been mentioned before, 
and stood over that Mr. Bethell might be communicated 
with. 

Mr. Lawraiee, on the bankrupt’s behalf, now produced a 
medical certificate, to the effect that further incarceration 
would be injurious to the health of his client, and asked 
that the order of release should be granted, 
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Mr. Spyer, who represented the detaining creditor, said he 
had seen the bankrupt, and he had no further opposition to 
offer. He said that a lengthened stay in Whitecross-street 
Prison during the present hot weather could not be of service 
to any person, particularly to an officer who had seen service 
in India. 

The Deruty-CommissIoNER, in the absence of opposition, 
granted an order for Captain Crossman’s release, 

May 30.—In ve D. P. Neale.—The bankrupt, Dorset 
Palmer Neale, was a solicitor carrying on business at Ken- 
nington, and he now came up for examination upon accounts 
showing an aggregate indebtedness and liability of £561, 
with assets ; debtors,‘ good, £20; debtors, doubtful, £434 ; 
bad, £889; and property given up to assignees, £66. 

Mr. Reed opposed on behalf of the assignees ; Mr. Sargood 
supported. 

Ine bankrupt was examined, and stated that he was in- 
solvent in the years 1854 and 1856. He had given up his 
books, which contained entries of business transacted prior 
to his bankruptey.. He had still in his possession a book in 
which the current business was entered. He had not given 
up that book as the affairs of his clients might be exposed. 
He was willing to submit to any order the Court might 
make upon the subject. 

Mr. Reed asked for a cash account for six months, and 
that the bankrupt should be directed to file with the official 
assignee all the books used in his profession. 

His Honour thought the application reasonable, and so 
ordered, and adjourned the hearing in the meantime. 


MARLBOROUGH-STREET POLICE COURT. 

May 26.—Mr. Tyrwuitr gave his decision on the appli- 
cation of Mr. Roberts, solicitor, for another summons against 
the proprietor of the Alhambra, for permitting alleged thea- 
trical performances at that place of public resort, the previous 
conviction having been quashed at the Middlesex Sessions. 

Mr. Tyrwutrt said his reasons for granting the summons 
would be found in the following statement :—‘‘ This is an 
application for a summons against the proprietor of the 
Alhambra for what is alleged to be an illegal performance 
on the stage there. This offence is said to have been com- 
mitted since the quashing of my former conviction by the 
Middlesex Sessions, and I cannot anticipate the evidence 
which may be adduced respecting it. I believe it is correct 
to say that no decision on the law applicable to the perform- 
ances at the Alhambra was ever attempted by the Court of 
Quarter Sessions, and that they also refused a case for the 
opinion of a superior court, in pursuance of a resolution 
formed by them before the hearing. The question was 
said to be one of fact. I apprehend that a question of law 
means a question arising on the effect of facts proved or 
apparent. Now, where that proof of facts is given it re- 
quires a peculiar discernment to discover how the case is to 
be cut short there, and how law, which, at the least, may 
be applicable to it, is to be altogether ignored. In order, 
therefore, to give a fair consideration to this subject, and in 
the hope of obtaining a settlement of it by a court with 
whose decision all parties are bound to be satisfied, I grant 
the summons requested.” 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Worpsworti on Jornt-StocK CoMPANIES. 

Sir,—I am honoured by a notice of the tenth edition of 
my book on the Law of Joint-Stock Companies, in your im- 
pression of the 26th inst. 

It may be inferred, from what the reviewer says with re- 
spect to chapter six, as to directors’ powers and duties, that 
I had neglected to notice Ship's case, which was an instance 
of an wltra vires scheme by directors. I wish to say that it 
was only in February last that Ship’s case was reported in 
the Weekly Reporter, and that my book had been previously 
printed off. 

As to the other part of the same paragraph, in which the 
reviewer states that I ‘have not (it appears to us) cited any 
considerable portion of the numerous decisions which must 
have been already pronounced on the construction of the 
regulations 55 and 56 in Table A of the Act of 1862.” I deg 
very respectfully to request the reviewer will name any case 
that has been omitted, bearing in mind that the work was 
begun to be printed early in November, and that it is. not 
every case reported that it is fit or necessary to cite. 
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There are also remarks made by the reviewer on the 
*¢ mutual rights and liabilities of shareholders,” and allusion 
is made to Mr. Adie’s case, tried before the Jury Court at 
Edinburgh, with respect to which it is only necessary to say 
that it is not usual to cite, as authority, decisions of judges 
whilst trying causes at Nisi Prius, and that as no reference 
is made to a report of the case, I am unable to do more than 
surmise that it falls within the National Exchange Company 
of Glasgow v. Drew, and New Brunswick, &e. Railway Com- 
pany (Limited) v. -Coneybeare—decisions of the House of 
Lords, which are cited at page 147 of the work reviewed. 

Temple, May 29. CHARLES WoRDsWoORTH. 

[We do not understand the reviewer to object that Ship's 
case was not quoted, but that the question of the responsi- 
bility of the company for acts of the directors, on which that 
case has now become a leading authority, has been slurred 
over. Of the merits of the objections combatted by Mr. 
Wordsworth we have no means of judging, save that we have 
the greatest confidence in the skill, care, and impartiality of 
the gentleman to whom the task of reviewing this work was 
intrusted.—Ep. S. J.] 





STATUTE OF FRAUDS. 

Sir,—Referring to the case submitted by “Justitia” in your 
number of the 20th inst.,* | am of opinion that, provided 
A. is able to establish what he alleges, viz.—that at the 
interview he had with B. he accepted his (B.'s) offer before 
it was retracted, there would be a sufficient memorandum 
or note in writing within the Statute of Frauds, so as to sus- 
tain an action against B. The omission of the price in B.'s 
offer is immaterial, for this need not necessarily invalidate 
the contract (Valpey v. Gibson, 4 C. B. 837, 864). B.'s offer 
was made in writing and signed by him (the party to be 
charged), and was accepted by A. (the party to whom it 
was made), as he (A.) alleges, by word of mouth, which, 
according to Smith v. Neale, 2.C. B. N. S. 67, would be 
quite sufficient to satisfy the statute : see also Gaunt v. Hill, 
1 Stark. 10, D. M. 

May 31. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


The vacancies caused by the death of the late lamented 
and respected Sir Thomas Staples, Bart., as Crown prosecu- 
tor for the whole of the North East Cireuit have been filled, 
—according to the system adopted in latter years—by ex- 
tending the patronage through a division of the counties. 
Mr. Samuel Ferguson, Q.C., has been nominated by the 
Attorney-General, Crown prosecutor to the county Armagh ; 
Mr. James Kernan, Q.C., to the county Antrim; Mr. 
Frederick W. M’Blain to the county Down; Mr. Arthur 
Hamill to the county Monaghan, and Mr. Randal W. Mac- 
donnell to the county Louth. 








THE Law Proressorsiirs. 

At a meeting of the benchers of the King’s Inns, held on the 
first day of Trinity Term, Messrs. Thomas H. Barton and Piers 
F. White (barristers) were elected to fill the professorships, 
vacant by reason of the term of office (three years), of Messrs. 
John A. Byrne and W. O'Connor Morris, haying expired. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, May 30. 
Tue Bankruptcy Law. 

Mr. Morrarrt rose to call attention to.the report of the 
select committee on the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, and the 
existing state of the laws in regard to debtor and creditor ; 
and to move ‘that in the opinion of this House the report 
of the select committee on the Bankruptcy Act of 1861 
deserves the prompt and serious consideration of her Majesty's 
Government.” He said that the affairs of bankruptcy always 
appeared to the mercantile community to be treated by that 
House in a manner most unfortunate to them, The Act of 
1861 had operated in a most unsatisfactory way to the com- 
merce of the country. The committee on the subject (of 
which he was chairman) had proposed a very extensive 
scheme of reform; and he wished to know whether the 
Government intended to propose an amendment of the law 
by adopting more or less of the recommendations of that 
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committee for the purpose of remedying a position of affains 
deplorable to the mercantile community and not honourable 
to the Legislature of the country. 

Mr. Ayrton thought his hon. friend had been unfortus 
nate in his selection of the period for the discussion of this 
question. Our present law was somewhat complicated, and 
the changes the committee proposed to introduce so funda- 
mentally affected every section of the statute law that he 
thought it would be quite impossible to carry them into 
effect by merely an amendment act ; and it would be neces- 
sary, in order to give effect to the concluding resolution, 
to have an amendment and consolidation of the law, which 
was no doubt a work of extreme difliculty. 

Mr. Bass hoped to hear from the Attorney-General that 
he would, before the session closed, make a statement ex- 
pounding the principles upon which, in the opinion of the 
Government, the bankruptcy law ought to be altered and 
improved. 

Mr. Bercrorr said that he believed that hon. gentlemen 
on both sides of the House agreed that the present law of 
bankruptcy was most unsatisfactory. He might say that 
the Leeds Chamber of Commerce was against any attempt 
merely to amend the law, or any change which would leave 
the winding-up of insolvent estates in the hands of any Court 
or body of officials whatever, and was as decidedly in favour 
of leaving such winding-up in the hands ofthe creditors, and 
that no change would be satisfactory cr prevent further agi- 
tation of the question which did not altogether take out of 
the hands of officials the winding-up of bankrupt estates, and 
transfer it to the creditors themselves, as was the case in 
Scotland. In fact what the Leeds Chamber of Commerce 
really wanted was that the insolvent should be in the court 
and the estate out of court. 

The ArronNEY-GENERAL said that the Government would 
undoubtedly recognise the duty of taking into their serious 
and prompt consideration the report of the select committee 
upon the Bankruptcy Act; and so far as he had any know- 
ledge of the views entertained by hon. members in that House, 
he should say that they concurred in the views of that com- 
mittee. Todo anything useful he was satisfied that they 
must proceed upon these two grounds : first, that they must 
consolidate the whole law; and secondly, that they must 
have the support of public opinion, and of the mercantile 
classes, as to the important alterations which would, no 
doubt, be introduced into the new system. He trusted that 
before the next Parliament met the attention of mercantile 
men wotfld be carefully direeted to the report of the select 
committee. 

Mr. GoscHEN was sure that the mereantile community 
would receive the statement just made with great satisfaction. 
He hoped that a measure would be prepared ready for the 
energies of the new Parliament, and if this were so, then their 
thanks, which were now due to the hon. member (Mr. 
Moffatt), would be transferred to the Government. He 
agreed that the present system must be entirely re-cast, and 
he believed that the trading community would be glad to 
learn that it would not be attempted to patch up the pre- 
sent system, but that a new one would be introduced to 
remedy abuses that were now a disgrce to legislation. 

The motion was agreed to. 





Tue Leeps BANKruptcy Court COMMITTEE. 

The general committee of elections have nominated the 
following five members to constitute the select committee 
on the Leeds Bankruptcy Court :— Mr. E. C. Egerton, Mr. 
T. W. Evans, Mr. E. Howes, Col. E. G. Douglas Pennant, 
Mr. H. Hussey Vivian. They have also named the Lord- 
Advocate and Mr. W. Bovill to serve on the select com- 
mittee, to examine witnesses, but without the power of 
voting. 





Pending Measures of Legislation. 
County Vorers’ Recistration Brit. 

By this bill, which has passed both Houses of Parliament, 
and now awaits the Royal assent, the following important 
alterations are, among others, made in the law:—Every 
notice of objection to a person already on the register must 
specifically state the ground of objection. The person 
objected to is required to give such evidence only as is 
necessary to meet the specific objection. Costs may be 
given by the revising barrister up to £5. Voters may give 
evidence of their change of residence by declaration to be 
transmitted to the clerk of the peace. 
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IRELAND. 


Court oF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Petition against an Attorney. 

In re Ross, petitioner, v. Morphie.—Mr. Martin applied 
on the part of the petitioner, against Mr. E. Morphie, an 
attorney, for an order compelling him to pay over a sum of 
£137, which he had received and had not paid over. The 
petition stated that in January, 1861, a judgment having 
been obtained against a party of the name of Foster, Mr. 
Morphie was employed to recover the amount, and a ji. fa. 
having issued a sum of £1387, after deducting fees, was 
levied ; but, although repeated applications has been made 
to the attorney, he had never since paid over the money, 
although it had been received in 1863. The petitioner 
asked for an order on the attorney to pay over the money. 

The Chief Justice—Does it not ask anything further ? 

Mr. Martin replied in the negative. 

The Chief Justice observed that the Court would not for- 
get the circumstances of the case in making any subsequent 
order. 

Mr, Justice O’Brien said that the course would be at pre- 
sent to direct the attorney to answer the matter of the 
petition within four days. 





Court oF EXcHEQUER. 
Bankruptcy—Custody— Detention under civil bill decree. 
In ve Edward Power.—In this matter a conditional order 

had been granted to bring up the body of Edward Power, 
a prisoner confined in the gaol of Roscommon. It appeared 
that having become bankrupt, his evidence before the Bank- 
ruptey Court in reference to the alleged loss of a sum of 
money, which he stated had been stolen from him, was con- 
sidered so unsatisfactory by the judge that he was committed 
for unsatisfactory answering. He was three times brought 
before the Court, and on each time remitted to prison. 

Mr. D. C. Heron, Q.C., with Mr. Meecredy, applied to 
have him discharged from custody, on the ground that each 
time he was brought before the Court of Bankruptcy there 
was a virtual escape from the sheriff. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong and Mr. Kernan, Q.C., who appeared 
to resist the motion -on behalf of the assignees, raised the 
preliminary objection that the bankrupt, being in the legal 
custody of the sheriff under a civil bill decree, the Court had 
no power to interfere, or at all proceed to review the legality 
of the detention for unsatisfactory answering in the Bank- 
ruptey Court. 

The Court were of opinion that they could not deal with 
the commitment by the Bankruptcy Court without dealing 
with the original custody, and should therefore refuse the 
motion. 





COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


INDIA. 
Trish BARRISTERS IN INDIA. 

The Bombay Gazette says :—We are very glad to hear that 
the appointment of acting chief magistrate, during the ab- 
sence of Mr. Bickersteth in Europe, has been offered to and 
accepted by Mr. R. B. Barton. Mr. Barton has proved 
himself to be as zealous and able a public servant, as he is a 

opular and successful barrister, by the indefatigable industry 
. has shown in the performance of the very unthankful 
duties of Coroner of Bombay ; and the Government displays 
a just appreciation of merit in promoting him to a more 
honourable and better paid office. We understand the 
salary is £2,500. 











SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 
OF SOCIAL SCIENCE, 

At a meeting of the law department of this society on 
Monday, January 30th, an instructive paper on the Projected 
new Court of Final Appeal in Ecclesiastical Causes, was read 
by Andrew Edgar, Esq., of which the following is an out- 
ine:— 

The great interest which the subject of the court of appeal 
in ecclesiastical causes has excited in the Church and through- 
out a large portion of the community, would not be a suffi- 





cient reason for bringing it before this association, if the 
legal and jurisprudential questions which it involves did not 
render it a proper matter for inquiry in this place. The 
nature, however, and jurisdiction of our ecclesiastical courts, 
and the manner in which civil rights are effected by their 
sentences, are such as to make it highly expedient that pro- 
posed amendments in their constitution should be considered 
by such an association as this, although it entirely excludes 
all questions relating to religious faith. 

In treating of this subject I propose, first to give a short 
account of the history of the Court of Final Appeal in this 
country ; secondly, to consider the principles on which the 
judicial committee of the Privy Council proceeds in dealing 
with questions of doctrine that come before it; and lastly, 
to examine some of the changes which have been proposed 
in the constitution of this court, when exercising its appellate 
jurisdiction in ecclesiastical causes. 

I, During the Saxon times there appear to have been no 
separate ecclesiastical courts, but the county court in which 
the bishop sat along with the alderman. had jurisdiction in 
all causes, civil and ecclesiastical. From this court an ap- 
peal lay to the Wittenagemote or general council, which had 
a similar jurisdiction. After the Norman Conquest the 
system of separate ecclesiastical courts was introduced, in 
accordance with the method which had now, through the 
influence of the Bishop of Rome, begun to prevail through- 
out the Latin Church, The final appeal, however, still lay 
to the great council. The separate system was fully estab- 
lished by Stephen, during whose reign appeals to Rome were 
first introduced. 

By the constitutions of Clarendon, appeals to Rome were 
forbidden without the licence of the Crown, but during the 
reigns of John and Henry III., such appeals again came into 
use, and so continued till the period of the Reformation. By 
the statutes which were then passed, as we all know, the 
connection of the Church in this country—not only with 
Rome, but with the rest of the Western Church—was 
severed, and it became the Church of England as it now 
exists. The supremacy of the Crown was established in lieu 
of that of the Pope, and the doctrines and forms of worship 
of the Church were settled by the Legislature. 

The 25 Hen. 8, ec. 19, enacted that— 

“Por lack of justice at or in any court of the Arch- 
bishops in thisrealm, or in any part of the King’s dominions, 
it shall be lawful to the party grieved to appeal to the 
King’s Majesty in the King’s Court of Chancery, and that 
upon every suchappeal acommission shall be directed under 
the Great Seal to such persons as shall be named by the 
King’s Highness, his heirs and suecessors, like as in cases 
of appeals from the Admiral’s Court, to hear and definitely 
determine such appeals and the causes concerning the 
same,” &e. 

By virtue of this statute ‘ the High Court of Delegates” 
was appointed by a commission issuing out of chancery in 
each case, pro hde vice, the members whereof were nominated 
at the sole pleasure of the Crown. After a sentence by the 
delegates, the King might grant a commission of review. 
This Court seems to have been little else than another set of 
delegates appointed as an act of grace on the recommenda- 
tion of the Lord Chancellor to re-hear the ease. 

The composition of the Court of Delegates appears to have 
varied a good deal during the long period which elapsed from 
1534 down to 1832, when it was abolished, Throughout a 
certain number of civilians seem to have heen usually in 
the commission, and there is no reason to believe it was, ex- 
cept on some very rare occasions, composed of ecclesiastics 
alone. However it may have been with respect to common 
law judges during the sixteenth century, it is certain that 
during the seveftteenth they were very commonly placed in 
the commission along with a certain number of bishops and 
civilians. Blackstone relates that the commission was ‘‘fre- 
quently filled with lords spiritual and temporal, and always 
with judges of the courts at Westminster, and doctors of the 
civil law.” It appears from the ‘* Repertory Book,” pre- 
served at the Admiralty Registry, that a commission, in 
which there was nota single bishop, was appointed to hear 
an appeal in a case involving a very serious charge of heresy 
—Havard vy. Evanson—in 1777. In the report of the com- 
mission on Ecclesiastical Courts (1832), it is stated that the 
commission ordinarily consisted of three pucsne judges, one 
from each court, and three or more civilians, but in special 
cases a fuller commission issued, consisting of spiritual and 
temporal peers, judges of the courts of common law, and 
civilians, usually three or four. Where the court were 
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equally divided in opinion, or if no common law judge 
formed a part of the majority, a commission of adjuncts is- 
sued, appointing additional delegates of each description. 
It appears also, from what Lord Brougham said, in intro- 
ducing the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, in 1832, that the 
choice of civilians was exceedingly limited, the more eminent 
counsel at Doctors’-commons having generally been engaged 
in the suit in the court below, so that the selection was ne- 
cessarily made from the junior bar or from those members 
who were not in full practice. On the whole, a more objec- 
tionable court of appeal than the Court of Delegates can 
scarcely be imagined ; and it is not to be wondered at, there- 
fore, that the Commissioners on Ecclesiastical Courts 
should, by their special report in 1831, have recommended 
that it should be abolished, and that appeals in ecclesiastical 
causes should lie to the King in council. This was done by 
the 2&3 Will. 4, c. 92; and by the 3 & 4 Will. 4, ¢. 41, a 
judicial committee was appointed, consisting of the Presi- 
dent for the time being of the Privy Council, the Lord 
Chancellor, the Chief Justices and Chief Baron, the Master 
of the Rolls, and other judges, being Privy Councillors ; and 
by section 3 it was enacted that all appeals to the King in 
Council should be referred to this Committee. By section 
16 of the Church Discipline Act, 1840 (3 & 4 Vict. e. 86), 
it was enacted that every archbishop and bishop of the 
united Church of England and Ireland, being a Privy Coun- 
cillor, should be a member of the Judical Committee for the 
purpose of hearing appeals in proceedings under that Act, 
and that no such appeals should be heard, unless one, at 
least, of such archbishops or bishops should be present. 
This provision, however, does not apply to ordinary appeals 
from the ecclesiastical courts. 

It is obvious that the judicial committee is a great im- 
provement as a Court of Appeal on the old Court of Dele- 
gates. This, however, is so generally admitted, that it is 
unnecessary to add anything to this simple statement. 
Another observation is, that the institution of this Court of 
Appeal can in no respect be considered as an encroachment 
on the spiritual privileges of the Church. Since the 
Reformation, the final appeal has always been to the Crown; 
and the interests of the Church are no more injuriously 
affected by referring an appeal to the judicial committee 
to report thereon, than by appointing a commission of 
delegates for the purpose. If encroachment there be on 
the spiritual privileges of the Church, it dates as far back as 
the 25 Hen. 8; and any objection on principle, therefore, 
to the present court is in reality an objection to the basis on 
which the Church was settled at that time. 

II. We have now to consider the principles on which the 
judicial committee proceeds in dealing with questions of 
doctrine that come before it. These principles, it may be 
observed, are not mere arbitrary assumptions on the part of 
the appellate tribunal, but are derived from the statutes 
applicable to the subject, from the general current of 
decisions in the ecclesiastical courts on questions of this 
nature, and from those broad principles of the English law 
which cannot be set aside where justice is to be administered. 
Looking at the four most important cases, which have come 
before the judicial committee, Gorhain v. 
Eveter,* Burder ¥. Heath,+ The Bishop of Salisbury Vv. 
Williams, and Fendall vy. Wilson,t the following general 
rules and principles seem to be fully established: 

First.—It is not enough to set out the words of the 
defendant and to state generally that they contain unsound 
doctrine, but the articles or formularies which they are 
alleged to contravene must be stated, and the unsound 
doctrine complained of must be specially mentioned. See 
Burder v. Heath (appeal on interlocutory order), 9 
W. R. 22. 

Secondly. —The Court has no jurisdiction to settle matters 
of faith, or to determine what ought to be the doctrine of the 
Church of England. Its duty is merely to settle the true 
and legal construction of the articles and formularies. Sve 
Gorham v. The Bishop of Exeter ; Burder v. Heath. 

Thirdly.—The Court must apply to this construction the 
same rules which have long been established and are by law 
applicable to the construction of other written instruments. 
It must endeavour to ascertain for itself the true meaning of 
the language employed, assisted only by the consideration of 
such external or historical facts as it may find necessary to 
enable it to understand the subject-matter. See Gorham v. 
The Bishop of Exeter. 


t 8 Jur. N.S, 597. 





* 14 Jur. 449, ¢ 10 Jur, N.S, 406, 


The Bishop of 


| 
| 








Lastly.—The Court is to ascertain the plain grammatical 
meaning of the passages which are objected to; but this rule 
ought to be taken subject to the qualitication stated by Dr. 
Lushington in his judgment in Burder v. Heath, which was 
implied in, and recognized by the judgment of the court of 
appeal in that case, viz., the Court will, when necessary, use 
a greater latitude of interpretation in favour of an aceused per- 
son whodenies an intention tocontravene the statute or to pro- 
mulgate doctrines inconsistent with the articles. 8 Jur. 
N. 8S. 237. 

Looking at these rules and principles, it is very difficult 
for a legal mind to understand what others can be suggested 
as at all suitable for any court to adopt which is called on to 
decide on serious charges affecting character and usefulness, 
as well as proprietary rights. The primary objection seems 
to be that the Court is fundamentally wrong in making the 
articles and formularies the sole tests of unsound doctrine, 
and that there is a common law of the Church by which the 
clergy are bound no less than by that whichis written. But 
if such a common law exists, and if the clergy are bound by 
it, they are only so bound morally. It is recognized by none 
of the Acts of Uniformity, or by any other statutes affecting 
ecclesiastical persons, and no Court acting according to law, 
could proceed to enforce it on the clergy. Such a proceeding 
would be something entirely new in the history of English 
jurisprudence. Here also the objection really applies to the 
very basis on which the Church of England is settled. 
This may be no reason against introducing any right and 
proper change, but it should always be clearly borne in 
mind what the change implies. 

III. We have now to consider the changes which have 
been proposed in the Court of Final Appeal. All the 
schemes that have been brought forward may be ranged 
under the following heads:— 

1. A tribunal composed of the bishops alone. 

2. The judicial committee to remain the Court of Final 
Appeal, but all questions of doctrine to be referred 

(7) to the bishops, whose decision to be binding ’on the 

Court: 

(Lb) To a body of bishops and other ecclesiastics, on whose 

report the Court may act or not at its discretion: 

3. A permanent sub-committee of the judicial committee 
as at present constituted to be formed for the purpose of 
hearing appeals from the ecclesiastival courts involving any 
question of doctrine. * 

(1.) The first plan does not require any very minute con- 
sideration. It isnot, indeed, inconsistent with the prinei- 
ples of an Established Church, however incompatible with 
the position of the Church of England. <A court of this 
nature actually exists in the Established Church of Scotland, 
but it may be safely affirmed that such a purely clerical 
tribunal in England would be so alien to the feelings of the 
English people, that it would be as little likely to be agreed 
to as the restoration of appeals to Rome. 

(2.) The second scheme is that which was embodied in the 
bill introduced by Bishop Blomfield in the House of Lords 
in 1850. It is open to the serious objection that the Court 
would have no function at all left to discharge under such a 
system, except to register the decrees of the bishops. The 

“re fact of publication is always admitted in such cases ; 
the unsound doctrine charged must be specifically stated ‘in 
the pleadings ; and everything after that is only a question 
of construction—and this according to the plan would-be 
entirely left to the bishops. This plan is entirely in- 
compatible with the position which the judicial committee 
occupies under 38 & 4 Will 4, c. 41, and its effect would be 
to reduce that Court to a mere shadow when hearing eccle- 
Siastical appeals. 

(3.) The modification (2) of this scheme gets rid, to some 
extent, of this objection, and is, on the whole, deserving 
of careful consideration. But still the plan appears to be 
liable to very great and formidable objections. The judicial 
committee is to have a discretion to adopt or to reject the 
opinions of the body composed of bishops and other eccle- 
siastics. But suppese the Court rejected the opinion of 
this body in a case involving some important question of 
doctrine—what would then be the feeling throughout that 
party in the Church, to whose views the judgment was 
adverse ? 





* The writer has ignored the proposition brought forward some 
time ago, and lately alluded to by Mr. Malins in his placein Parlia- 
ment, for the creation of one great Court of Final Appeal in all causes 
whatever ; probably because it was of an opposite tendency from the 
schemes combatted. 
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It seems to be imagined by some that the Court might 
treat the law of the Church as a foreign law, and might con- 
sult the proposed body as experts. Without going into 
other reasons against adopting such a course, it would in- 
volve this legal absurdity—that the articles and formularies 
which have received the sanction of statutes, and are, there- 
fore, a portion of the statute law of the realm, could only be 
read by the Court as part and parcel of the testimony of the 
experts.* But in truth the notion is founded on a miscon- 
ception of what the nature of a question of foreign law is, 
and of the manner in which the Courts deal with such 
question. 

(4.) The third plan has a great deal to recommend it, and 
is not liable to any of the previous objections. Without 
considering that there is, in reality, any urgent necessity for 
such a change, I am on the whole in favour of its adoption. 
While entirely repudiating any idea that the selection of the 
members of the Court is not now made in the fairest manner 
possible, I cannot but think that a Court which is to give a 
final decision on matters so apt to provoke party feeling, 
should be so constituted as to prevent anything approaching 
to suspicion, such as we know of late has existed, being 
engendered in any reasonable mind. The sub-committee, 
to whom such matters might be referred, would consist of 
the bishops who are members of the judicial committee, and 
certain lay members, whose number ought to be twice that 
of the former. 

The changes, then, which I should propose in the constitu- 
tion of the judicial committee as a Court of Appeal in eccle- 
siastical causes, might be effected, — 

Ist. By extending the provisions of the 16th section of 
the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 86, to all appeals from the ecclesiastical 
courts involving any question of doctrine. 

2nd. By enacting, in substance, that it shall be lawful for 
her Majesty to appoint as many members of the judicial 
committee as shall be twice the number of archbishops and 
bishops entitled to be on such committee, to form, along 
with such archbishops and bishops, a sub-committee, and to 
refer to such sub-committee all appeals under the Church 
Discipline Act, and all appeals in other ecclesiastical causes, 
which may involve any question of doctrine. 

The reading of this paper was followed by an animated 
discussion :— 

Mr. Geale thought that greater liberty should be given to 





the Church of England to decide, ex cathedra, what her doc- | 


trines were ; whereas Mr. Edgar wished to subordinate the 
clerical to the lay members of the Privy Council. He 
thought that the bishops ought also to be relieved from the 
onus which the present law threw upon them in the prosecu- 
tion of the clerks for immoralty. 

Dr. Pankhurst thought it plain that if they were to have 
a Church as by law established, it must be content to refer 
all ecclesiastical questions to the ordinary legal tribunals. 

Mr. Robert Wilson remarked that the two former speakers 
had not distinguished between two distinet things, viz., ju- 
dicature and legislation. It might be a question whether 
the clergy and laity of the Church of England ought not to 
have power, by some representative body of their own, with- 
out foreign admixture, to settle their own spiritual concerns. 
But that was not the ease then before them. 
tration of a department of criminal justice ought not to be 
taken away from the judges and committed to the discretion 
of any other body of men, however exalted in station, gener- 
ally adorned by learning, and almost always estimable and 
venerable in personal character. If there was a peculiar 
part of the law unfit to be administered discretionally, it 
was this very law of heresy. He once saw, at an hotel at 


The adminis- | 


Deal, a picture of a splendid watering-place, laid out in | 
noble squares and terraces, with barracks also and fortifica- | 


tions, with a spacious harbour full of ships, and ample 
gardens and esplanades, where people were walking about 
and enjoying themselves; and underneath this beautiful 
creation was printed ‘ The Goodwin Sands Company 
(Limited).” When that undertaking should have been ac- 
complished, it would be time enough to think of transfer- 
ring questions of heresy from the solid judicial treatment of 
her Majesty’s judges, to the shifting prepossessions of an ec- 
clesiastical committee. 

The Hon. @. Broderick agreed with Mr. Edgar’s paper, not 
only as to the general principle of maintaining the present 
Court of Final Appeal, but also as to the slight modifications 
desirable to introduce into it. 

Mr. Frederic Hill was strongly in favour of preserving, 

* See ‘'aylor on Evidence, 1209-10, 4th ed, 





as Mr. Edgar recommends, in the Court of Final Appeal, a 
preponderance of the lay element—in other words, of that 
element which was subject to removal by the Crown. 

Mr. G. R. Tennent suggested that the constitution of the 
Supreme Spiritual Uourt of the Church of Scotland might 
afford hints for framing a similar court for England. 

Lord Robert Montagu, M.P., said that the law of the 
Church was the law of the land, and a lawyer was just as 
much bound to know it as a bishop was. He objecied to 
granting any facilities for further legislation upon dectrine. 
The clergy, like everybody else who had a little power 
would like to get a little more, and if it was granted them 
they would gradually accumulate dogmas upon every con- 
ceivable point until the laity found themselves completely 
enslaved. 

The Chairman (Mr. G. W. Hastings) said that it had been 
proposed by no less an authority than Lord Brougham that 
the Judicial Committee should be furnished with some body 
of assessors, whom it might consult in matters of doctrine— 
ad informandam conscientiam. He did not understayd 
what covld be the need for sucha body, The example of 
the Admiralty Court was occasionally quoted, and it was 
said, why not give the Judicial Committee the assistance of 
some clerical experts just as Dr. Lushington takes the 
advice of the Trinity Masters? But there was no real 
analogy between the two cases. The Trinity Masters inform 
the Court on the facts of practical seamanship; but never 
on admiralty law, or the construction of contracts. If the 
Judicial Committee had to decide what is the true faith, as 
the Admiralty Court has to say what is true seamanship, 
they might require some theological experts to help them to 
a decision ; but no such question came before them, they 
had only to determine the legal construction of certain 
articles and formularies, and, therefore, did not need clerical 
assessors. The real question was, ‘‘ Are we to have a court 
of heresy? Are we to have a tribunal competent to create 
doctrine as well as to declare the law?” There was only 
one answer likely to be given to that question in any as- 
sembly of educated English laymen ; they supremacy of the 
common law of the land over all classes and persons was to 
be maintained. The example of the established Church of 
Scotland had been quoted, but it seemed to be hardly op- 
posite. The results of that system were not such as to 
enamour us of the example. Secession after secession had 
so weakened the Church of Scotland, that it now represented 
only a small minority of the Seotch people. He trusted 
that the Church of England would follow another course, 
would continue to be national in its character, and would 
retain the affections of the people by encouraging a spirit of 
mutual tolerance among its members, and thus unite the 
various differences of opinion that must always exist, into 
one harmonious whole of true Christian charity. 

The motion was then put and carried unanimously. 

MEETING OF SHORTHAND WRITERS. 

On Saturday week last a meeting of shorthand writers, con- 
vened by circular, was held at the Law Institution, Mr. 
G. B. Snell, Sen., in the chair. 

The notice convening the meeting having been read, 

Mr. Knicur moved the following resolution:—‘‘ That it is 
expedient to form an association to be called the Metropoli- 
tan Shorthand Writers’ Association, upon such a basis as 
shall afford some guarantee of the efficiency of its members.” 
He urged the necessity of such an association, the members 
being compulsorily subjected to certain tests as to efficiency, 
in order to obviate the increasing tendency to monopoly by 
appointing shorthand writers to various courts, and instanced 
the Bankruptey Court, where he said recent official appoint- 
ments had deprived the legal profession and the public of 
that power of selection to which they were fairly 
entitled. He also showed that by forming an associa- 
tion which should carry with it the prestige of a guarantee 
for the efficiency of its members, the first step would be taken 
to open parliamentary committees to all properly qualified 
men. 

Mr. CounsE.x seconded the motion, and observed that the 
matters to which Mr. Knight had referred should be dis- 
cussed at a future mecting. 

Mr. Dueeet considered the object aimed at to be good, 
but reminded the meeting that a compulsory examination 
might sometimes cause a nervous, though very efficient man, 
to fail. 

Mr. WALTON supported the motion, and was glad that Mr. 
Knight had taken the initiative in the proceedings. 
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Mr. Grecory thought something should be done to secure 
uniformity of charge. 

Mr. Hopes, Sen., concurred entirely with the resolution, 
but thought the details to be after-discussed would be 
matters requiring grave consideration. 

Mr. Hurst said, considering the important functions 
which shorthand writers’ performed, they ought to form 
themselves into an association. He fully approved the 
spirit of the resolution, but thought it was not sufficiently 
expansive. 

Mr. Srayr rejoiced that the movement had commenced, 
and would heartily co-operate. 

Mr. Levy took exception to the word “ efficiency” in the 
resolution, as indefinite. 

Mr. SNELL, Jun., would not vote for the resolution if the 
word ‘efficiency’ were withdrawn, but was prepared to sup- 
port a motion embracing that and something more. 

Mr. Kyicut, with the concurrence of Mr. Counsell, 
the seconder, offered to withdraw his motion, if any gen- 
tleman would propose one of a more comprehensive 
character. 

Mr. REED, who heartily approved of the project to form 
an association, then moved the following resolution :—‘‘ That 
it is desirable to form an association of shorthand writers, 
the objects of which shall be to secure the efficiency and im- 
prove the status of its members, and to adopt measures for 
promoting the interests of the profession generally.” 

Mr. Hopces, Sen., seconded the motion, which was 
carried with one dissentient. 

After some discussion upon details, 

Mr. SNELL, Jun., moved—‘‘ That this meeting be ad- 
journed till this day fortnight, at 5 p.m., at the Law Insti- 
tution, and that a copy ot the foregoing resolution be sent to 
each of the gentlemen who had been invited to attend on the 
present occasion.” 

Mr. Mrrepiru seconded the motion, which passed unani- 
mously. 

Upon the motion of Mr. Kyieur, seconded by Mr. 
BULLIONS, a vote of thanks was unanimously passed to the 
chairman for his courtesy in presiding. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Tuesday, the 30th May, 
Mr. Kenrick in the chair, the following question was dis- 
cussed, viz. :— 

‘*Have the trustees under a trust deed, registered under 
section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, the same rights in re- 
spect of property in the reputed ownership of the debtor, as 
his assignees in bankruptcy would have had? Topping v. 
Keysell, 12 W. R. 756. 

Mr. Bradford opened the question in the affirmative, but 
the society came to a decision in the negative by a narrow 
majority. 














COURT PAPERS. 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
SITTINGS IN Error. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 
QUEEN’s BENCH. 


PUIOAY cis soiess.nt.coes June 16 | Saturday ............... June 17 
ComMoN PLEAs. 
Monday ............... June 19 | Tuesday ........ ...... June 20 
EXCHEQUER. 
Wednesday ............ June 21 | Thursday............... June 22 





GENERAL ORDER 
OF THE 
HIGH COURT OF CHANCERY 
AS TO THE MODE OF PROCEEDING FOR THE PROOF OF DEBTS, 
Saturday, the 27th day of May, 1865. 

The Right Honourable Richard Baron Westbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Right Honourable Sir John Romilly, Master of 
the Rolls, the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor, Sir Richard 
Torin Kindersley, the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor, Sir 





John Stuart, and the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor, Sir 
William Page Wood, doth hereby, in pursuance and execu- 
tion of the powers given by the statutes 13 & 14 Vict. ¢. 35, 
and 15 & 16 Vict. c. 80, and of all other powers and autho- 
rities enabling him in that behalf, order and direct in 
manner following :— 

1. Every advertisement for creditors affecting the estate of 
a deceased person, which shall be issued pursuant to any de» 
cree or order, shall direct every creditor, by a time to be 
thereby limited, to send to the executor or adminis= 
trator of the deceased, or to such other party as the 
judge shall direct, or to his solicitor, to be named and 
described in such advertisement, the name and address of 
such creditor, and the full particulars of his claim, and a 
statement of his account, and the nature of the security (if 
any) held by him; and such advertisement shall be in the 
form number 1 in the second schedule hereto, with such 
variations as the circumstances of the case may require ; and 
at the time of directing such advertisement a time shall be 
fixed for adjudicating on the claims, 

2. No creditor need make any affidavit nor attend in sup- 
port of his claim (except to produce his security), unless he 
is served with a notice requiring him to do so, as hereinafter 
provided. 

3. Every creditor shall produce the security (if any) held 
by him, before the judge, at such time as shall be specified 
in the advertisement for that purpose, being the time ap- 
pointed for adjudicating on the claims; and every creditor 
shall if required by notice in writing, to be given by the 
executor or administrator of the deceased, or by such other 
party as the judge shall direct, produce all other deeds and 
documents necessary to substantiate his claim before the 
judge, at his chambers, at such time as shall be specified in 
such notice. 

4. In case any creditor shall neglect or refuse to comply 
with the preceding rule numbered 3, he shall not be allowed 
any costs of proving his claim, unless the judge shall other- 
wise direet. 

5. The executor or administrator of the deceased, or such 
other party as the judge shall direct, shall examine the claims 
sent in pursuant to the advertisement, and shall ascertain, 
so far es he is able, to which of such claims the estate of the 
deceased is justly liable; and he shall, at least seven clear 
days prior to the time appointed for adjudication, file an 
affidavit, to be made by such executor or administrator, or one 
of the executors or administrators, or such other party, either 
alone or jointly with his solicitor, or other competent person, or 
otherwise as the judge shall direct, verifying a list of the 
claims, the particulars of which have been sent in pursuant 
the advertisement, and stating to which of such claims, or 
parts thereof respectively, the estate of the deceased is, in 
the opinion of the deponent, justly liable, and his belief 
that such claims, or parts thereof respectively, are justly 
due and proper to be allowed, and the reasons for such 
belief. 

6. In ease the judge shall think fit so to direct, the 
making of the affidavit referred to in the preceding rule 
numbered 5, shall be postponed till after the day appointed 
for adjudication, and shall then be subject to such directions 
as the judge may give. 

7. At the time appointed for adjudicating upon the claims, 
or at any adjournment thereof, the judge may, in his discre- 
tion, allow any of the claims, or any part thereof respec- 
tively, without proof by the creditors, and direct such in- 
vestigation of all or any of the claims not allowed, and re- 
quire such further particulars, information, or evidence, re- 
lating thereto, as he may think fit, and may, if he so think 
fit, require any creditor to attend and prove his claim, or 
any part thereof; and the adjudication on such claims as 
are not then allowed shall he adjourned to a time to be then 
fixed, 

8. Notice shall be given by the executor or adminis- 
trator, or such other party as the judge shall direct, to every 
ereditor whose claim, or any part thereof, has been allowed 
without proof by the creditor, of such allowance ; and to 
every such creditor as the judge shall direct to attend and 
prove his claim, or such part thereof as is not allowed, by 
a time to be named in such notice, not being less than 
seven days after such notice, and to attend ata time to 
be therein named, being the time to which the adjudication 
thereon shall have been adjourned ; and in case any creditor 
shall not comply with such notice, his claim, or such part 
thereof as aforesaid, shall be disallowed. 

9. Any creditor wlo has not before sent in the parti- 
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culars of his claim pursuant to the advertisement, may do 
so four clear days previous to any day to which the adjudi- 
cation is adjourned. 

10. After the time fixed by the advertisement, no claim 
shall be received (except as before provided in case of an 
adjournment), unless the judge shall think fit to give special 
leave upon application made by summons, and then upon 
snch terms and conditions as to costs and otherwise as the 
judge shall direct. 

11. The rules numbered 37, 38, 41, 42, and 43, of the 
35th Consolidated General Order are hereby abrogated, in so 
far only as the same relate to creditors. 

12. Where any decree or order is made for payments by 
the Accountant-General to creditors, the party whose duty it 
is to prosecute such decree or Order shall send to each such 
creditor, or his solicitor (if any), a notice that the cheques 
may be received from the Accountant-General ; and such 
party shall, when required, produce such decree or order, 
and any other papers necessary to enable such creditors to 
receive their cheques and get them passed. 

13. Every notice by this Order required to be given shall, 
unless the judge shall otherwise direct, be deemed sufficiently 
given and served if transmitted by the post, prepaid, to the 
creditor to be served according to the address given by such 
creditor in the claim sent in by him pursuant to the adver- 
tisement, or, in case such creditor shall have employed a 
solicitor, to such solicitor, according to the address given 
by him. 

14. Solicitors shall be entitled to charge and be allowed 
the fees set forth and referred to in the first Schedule to this 
Order, for business done under this Order. 

15. The forms set forth or referred to in the second 
schedule to this Order, with such variations as the circum- 
stances of each case shall require, shall be adopted for the 
respective purposes therein mentioned. 

16. This Order shall come into operation on and after the 
15th day of June, 1865; and the general interpretation 
clause in the Consolidated General Orders shall be deemed 
to extend to this Order; and the word “Creditor” used in 
this Order, and in the forms subjoined hereto, shall include 
a person claiming any debt or liability affecting the personal 
estate of a deceased person, under any Order made pursuant 
to the statute 13 & 14 Vict. c. 35. 

Wesrevury, C. 

Joun Rominuy, M.R. 

Ricup. T. Kinperstry, V.C. 
Joun Stuart, V.C, 

W. P. Woop, V.C. 





THe First ScHEDULE. 
Mees and Charges to be allowed to Solicitors. 
! ; Lower scale, Higher scale. 
For every notice which may be sent by 


the post, including the sending ...... 0 2 6 @ 2 8 
For every other notice, including the 
BIOEBS ooy5 vastoahanan dee coecesuteauaen sae 0 5 0 0 5 0 


For attendances on the Accountant- 

General to bespeak all cheques for 

sums payable to creditors under any 

ORLBG OP OVGER 0 sis crsaccsvensocevaerss’ 0 6 8 013 4 
For all other attendances on the Ac- 

countant-General and Registrar, to 

produce papers necessary to enable 

all creditors to receive their cheques 

under any decree or order, and get 

MGA GIABEG. 5, occsicscc sss cosamnsseuies ves 06 8 013 4 
And if the number of such cheques ex- 

ceeds two, for every additional 

number not exceeding two........... 06 8 0 6 8 
Except that the last-mentioned fees 

shall not in any case (unless the 

Taxing Master shall in his discretion 

think fit, under special cireum- 

stances, to allow a larger amount) 

PROOO RY dss ics catwoshspecrepisecenssoouse 3.3 =0 5 5 0 

For ali other business, the same fees and allowances as are 
authorized by the 2nd rule of the 38th of the Consolidated 
General Orders, and the regulations as to solicitors’ fees sub- 
joined thereto, and by the practice of the court, for business 
of a similar nature, except the special fees applicable to cre- 
ditors coming in under the rules of the 35th of the Con- 
solidated General Orders ; which are abrogated by this 
order, 





THE Seconpd SCHEDULE. 
Forms. 
No. 1. Advertisement for Creditors. [Rule 1. 

Pursuant to a decree [o7, an order] of the High Court of 
Chancery, made in [the matter of the estate of A. B., and in} 
a cause, 8. against P., the creditors of A. B., late of —~—, in 
the county of , who died in or about the month of —, 
18—, are on or before the day of , 18—, to send, by 
post, prepaid, to E. F., of , the solicitor of the defendant 
C. D., the executor [or, administrater] of the deceased [or 
as may be directed], their Christian and surnames, addresses 
and descriptions, the full particulars of their claims, a 
statement of their accounts, and the nature of the securities 
(if any) held by them; or, in default thereof, they will 
be peremptorily excluded from the benefit of the said 
decree [or, order]. Every creditor holding any security is to 
produce the same before the Master of the Rolls [or, Vice- 
Chancellor ,| at his chambers, situated at, dc., on 
the day of , 18—, at —— o’clock in the ——noon, 
being the time appointed for adjudicating on the claims. 

Dated this day of 18—. 





























G. H., Chief Clerk. 





No. 2. Notice to Creditor to produce Documents. [Rule 3.] 
(Short Title.) 

You are hereby required to produce, in support of the 
claim sent in by you against the estate of A. B., deceased 
[describe any probate, administration, deed or document re- 
quired], before the Master of the Rolls [or, Vice-Chan- 
cellor ], at his chambers, situate at, dc., on the 
day of ——, 18—, at —— o'clock in the noon. 

Dated this —— day of , 18—. 

G. R., of &e., solicitor for the plaintiff [or, defendant, 
or as may be]. 














To Mr. S, T. 
No. 3. [Rule 5.] 
A fidavit of Executor or Administrator as to Claims. 

In Chancery. 





(Title.) 

We, C. D., of, &e., the above-named plaintiff [or, defen- 
dant, or as may be], the executor for, administrator] of 
A. B., late of in the county of , deceased, and 
KE. F., of, &e., solicitor, severally make oath and say as 
follows :-— 

I, the said E. F., for myself say as follows :— 

1. I have in the paper writing now produced and shown 
to me, and marked A, set forth a list of all the claims the 
particulars of which have been sent in to me by persons 
claiming to be creditors of the said A. B., deceased, pur- 
suant to the advertisement issued in that behalf, dated 
the day of 3 

And I, the said C. D., for myself say as follows :— 

2. I have examined the particulars of the several claims 
mentioned in the paper writing now produced and shown to 
me, and marked A, and I have compared the same with the 
books, accounts, and docwnents of the said A, B. [or as may 
be, and state any other inquiries or investigations made], in 
order to ascertain, so far as I am able, to which of such 
claims the estate of the said A, B. is justly liable. 

3. From such examination (aad state any reasons). T am 
of opinion, and verily believe, that the estate of the said A. 
B. is justly liable to the amounts set forth in the sixth 
column of the first part of the said paper writing marked A; 
and to the best of my knowledge and belief such several 
amounts are justly due from the estate of the said A. B., 
and proper to be allowed to the respective claimants named 
in the said schedule. 

4. I am of opinion that the estate of the said A. B. is not 
justly liable to the claims set forth in the seccnd part of the 
said paper writing marked A, and that the same ought not 
to be allowed without proof by the respective claimants [o7, 
Iam not able to state whether the estate of the said A. B. 
is justly liable to the claims set forth in the second part of 
the said paper writing marked A, or whether such claims, 
or any parts thereof, are proper to be allowed without 
further evidence]. Sworn, &e. 

















No. 4. Exhibit referred to in Affidavit No. 3. 
A 


(Short Title.) > 
List of claims the particulars of which have been sent in 
to E. F., the solicitor of the plaintiff [or, defendant, or as 
! may be}, by persons claiming to be creditors of A. B., de- 











aS une 3, 1865 3. 
wre seinen to the advertisement issued i in that behalf, 
dated the — day of ——, 18--. 

This paper writing, marked A, was pro- 
duced and shown to ——, and is the same 
as is referred to in his affidavit, sworn 
before me this day of , 18—. 
W. B., &e. 
First part.—Claims proper to be allowed without further 
evidence. 














| 
| | Amount 
Serial | Names of claim- | Addresses and) Particulars Amount | proper 
No. ants. descriptions. | of claim. jclaimed.| to be 
| allowed, 
| 
£4. d.} £s. d. 
' 
| 
! 
| } 
| | 











Second ‘part, —C aims which ought to be proved by the 
claimant. 





Particulars of 





Serial} ,, P Addresses and Amount 
t No. Names of claimants. descriptions. claim. | claimed. 
|}£s. d 


| 


Notice to Creditor to prove his Claim. 
(Short Title ) 

You are hereby required to prove the claim sent in by you 
against the estate of A. B., deceased. You are to file such 
affidavit as you may be advised in support of yourclaim, and 
give notice thereof to me, on or before the - day of —— 
next ; and to attend, by your solicitor, at the chambers of 
the Master of the Rolls for, Vice-Chancellor ], situate 
at, dc., on the day of , 18—, at o'clock in 
the noon, being the time appointed for adjudicating on 
the claim. 

Dated this —— day of 
G. R., of &e., solicitor for ‘the pk uintiff [o7, defendant, 
or as may be), 











No. 5. [Rule 8.] 























To Mr. S. T. 

No. 6. Notice to creditor of allowance of claim. 
(Short Title.) 

The claim sent in by you against the estate of A. B., 
deceased, has been allowed at the sum of £—, with interest 
thereon at £— per cent. per annum, from the —— day of 
, 18—, and £— for costs. 

[7f part only allowed, add, if you claim to have a larger 
sum allowed, you are hereby required to prove such further 
claim, and you are to file [de., as in form No. 5]. 

Dated this day of ——, 18—. 

G. R., of &e., solicitor for the plaintiff [ov, defendant, 
or aS Way be ]. 


[Rule 8.] 








To Mr. P. R. -_—_— 

No. 7. Notice that cheques may Le received. 
(Short Title.) 

The cheques for the amounts directed to be paid to the 
creditors of A. B., deceased, by an order made in this 
[matter and] cause, dated the —— day of —— 18—, may 
be received at the Accountant-General’s Office on and after the 

day of —— 18—. 

G. R., of, &., solicitor for the plaintiff [or, defendant, 
or as may be}, 


[Rule 12.] 





To Mr. W.S., de. 
Westsury, C. 
JoHN Romiiiy, M.R. 
Ricup. T. Krinperstey, V.C. 
JOHN Stuart, V.C. 
W. P. Woop, V.C. 





MANSION-HOUSE JUSTICE ROOM. 
The following regulations as to taking affidavits, declara- 
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ene, oa: ac acknowledgments of deeds, at this. ‘court, have 
just been issued :— 

1. Hours.—Twelve to two. 

2. Form of documents, —Documents must be brought 
ready prepared or filled. The following jurat must be 
written on the left-hand corner :— 

‘* Sworn [or declared] at the Mansion-house, 

in the city of London, this [twenty-seventh] 

day of [. April], 1865, before me, 

——— Lord Mayor [or Alderman] and J. P.” 
And all exhibits should have the following :— 
“‘This is the [paper, writing, or deed, 

power of attorney, as it may be called] men- 

tioned or referred to in the affidavit [or de- 

claration] of — sworn [or made] before 

me, this — day of —— 1865. 

‘¢____ Lord Mayor [or Alderman] and J. P.” 

4, —— must be in the form prescribed by 5 & 6 
Will. 4, c. 62, s. 20, unless a special form is required by 
any revenue de eatin nt, or by a subsequent or other Act. 

5. Only such affidavits or declarations as are authorized 
by hag or necessary and proper, will be taken. 

3. Affidavits must be such as justices are authorized by 
ee statute to take ;* and if under a foreign or colonial 
law,t in order to give validity to instruments ‘designed to be 
used there, the Act or a verified extract from it should be 

ag sage ie 33 

. Asa “ge neral rule, declarations should be made in all 
eases where they are required to be used in the United 
Kingdom, and in our colonies (except Victoria,§ and the 
cases referred to in paragraph 6). In the excepted cases, 
and where the document is required for a foreign country, 
an affidavit should be made. || 

8. The magistrate will not attest the signature of any 
party to any deed or instrument brought to be acknowledged 
or verified, under a foreign or colonial law, unless it shall be 
shown that such law requires it to be so attested. 

9. No certificate of character, or for a passport, or other- 
wise, will be signed by the magistrate unless the person re- 
ferred to be personally known to him, or to an official of the 
court. 

10. Acknowledgment or ratification of deeds, &e., by mar- 
vied women and other parties.—Vhese are taken under 
various foreign and colonial laws, as well as according to the 
law and practice of Scotland.*| It is necessary that the 
parties, or the solicitor, or other person introducing them, 
should be identified or known to the magistrate or one of the 
officials of the court, as those described in the deed or other 
instrument. 

11. Corporation or mayoralty scal.—Documents to be sent 
abroad requiring this seal, after being verified before the 
Lord Mayor, or his loewm tenens, should be taken to the 
oftice of the Lord Mayor's Court, Church-passage, Guildhall, 
where the seal will be affixed, for which a fee of 9s. 6d. is 
there payable, where one deponent or declarant, and each 
extra, 2s. The seal may be obtained between the hours of 
10 and 4; on Saturdays between 10 and 2. 

12. Court fees.—For affidavit or declaration unstamped, 
1s. each person; if stamped, 1s. 6d. each person. Every 
exhibit, 1s. Acknowledgment of deed, 3s. 6d. each party. 
No fee is charged on pawnbrokers’ declarations, where the 
article has been pledged for a sum less than 20s., or for de- 





| clarations py ea by friendly societies and charitable in- 


stitutions, or for Government pensioners or annuitants, or 
for affidavits in Irish bankruptcies. 

13. Stamp duty on affidavits and declarations —Attention 
is directed to the Stamp Act, 23 Vict. c. 15, schedule ‘‘ De- 
claration” (although no document will be rejected by the 
magistrate for want of a st: imp). 








THe Frencu LAWYERS AND THEIR TROUSERS.—At one 


| of the last sittings of the Court of Assizes, Paris, the presi- 


| 





| advocates with trousers : of various colours. 


dent made the followidg observation :—‘‘I see here several 
For to-day, it 
is well, but henceforth the practice must be discontinued.” 


“s Special Teference is made to 24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, 8. 3. 207; 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 60, s. 366; 19 & 20 Vict. c. 79, 8. 22; 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 8. 62; 
19 & 90 Viet. c. 108, 8.58; 18 & 19 Vict. c. 32, 8. 8. 

+ For Tobago, Canada, New Brunswick, the Isle of Man, &c., an 
affidavit is required, 

t These are exempted from the Declaration Act by section 13. 

§ 22 & 23 Vict. c. 12. 

| 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 62, ss. 13, 15, 18. 

q The ratification of deeds for Scotland is exempted from the De- 
claration Act of 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 62, by the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 43. 





atm ana end th pain ie 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, May 11, 1865, 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 913 Anuuities, April, 85, 144 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 8-90 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
3 per Cent Reduced, 893 Ex Bills, £1000, 6 per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 899 Ditto, £500, bo, pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 — Bank of England Stock, 5% per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 773 — Ct. (last half-year), — 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, — 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr. ’74 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5 p C., Jan. ’72, — 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79, — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 1063 | Ditto Debentures, — per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88 — Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. 766, — 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds,4 per Ct.,£1000, — pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. — | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 
RAILWAY STOCK. 














Shares. | Railways. Paid. | Closing Prices. 











| 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ... . vee} 100 96 
Stock | Caledonian 100 133 
Stock | Edinburgh and Glasg - 100 | 92 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western . | 100 108 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . | 100 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 | 100 
Stock | Great Northern oe 100 132 


Stock! Do., A Stock* | 100 | 
















— 
a aI) 
Rte 

















RL. DID PI RMOONE siscisisosepessasvesnsese w.| 100 132 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 88 
Stock | Great Western—Original .... i -| 100 | 74 
Stock | Do., West Midland—Oxford. 100 | 52 
Stock | Do.,do.—Newport .......... 100 48 
Stock | _ Do.,do.—Hereford .... 100 | 105 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire . 100 | 1224 
Stock | London and Blackwall ............ | 100 90 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coa: | 100 | 108 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover. 100 41 
Stock | London and North-Western. | 100 ms 
Stock | London and South-Western .... | 100 | 99. 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln { 100 | 63 
Bhaeke | MSOPGUbAN,..6cssscssesecresescessssoscssssoesee | 100 | 140 

10 BD cis tannasansasnvoutnénsieobons £4:10 3} pm 
BEOCK | MIGIA. ......010...00ssrveesessreveesossesserssenones | 100 | 136 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby .| 100 | 106 
Stock | North British  ........0..s-ccosccses -| 100 55 
Stock | North London .. «| 100 118 

10 | Do., New, 1864 .. 5 14 pm 
Btock | North Staffordshire. ..............ccscscesreseee 100 78 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 146 
Stock | South Devon ...... ..ccccereeee 100 61 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 863 
Stock | Taff Vale...... 100 159 

10 DO,,'C ss 3 4 pm 
Stock | Vale of Neath .. | 100 108 
BR | WERE CHINE 00... cctiecicesssacscccossencsaeves | 100 49 








* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


Inns oF Court Hore, Company (LrMirep). 

The fourth half-yearly general meeting of the proprietors 
of this company was held on the 25th ult., at the Gray’s-inn 
Coffeehouse; Mr. E. W. Cox in the chair. 

The notice convening the meeting was read, and the 
minutes of the last general mecting were affirmed. 

The report and accounts, of which we subjoin an abstract, 
were taken as read :— 

In their last report the directors referred to the difficulties 
which, during a period of great financial pressure, they had 
encountered in their negotiations for obtaining a loan on 
mortgage to supplement the share capital of the company. 
They have now concluded an arrangement for raising the 
requisite sum by the issue of debentures for three, five, and 
seven years, bearing interest at six per cent. per annum, and 
constituting a first charge upon the estate of the company, 
and they are happy to inform the shareholders that the 
greater part of these debentures have been taken up ina 
very short space of time. A trust deed in the nature of a 
mortgage has been executed, vesting the property in trustees 
for the security of the debenture-holders. 

The demands made for compensation having been so 
exorbitant as to preclude all likelihood of their being settled 
by agreement, the directors in every case have offered to 
refer the matter to arbitration as the fairest means of ad- 
justment. With respect to No. 19, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, the 
directors have treated for its purchase, and the proprietor 
having consented to let one-half of the purchase-money 
remain on mortgage, they consider that it will be the most 
economical and advantageous course for the company to be- 
come possessed of the freehold. 





The directors congratulate the shareholders upon the pass- 
ing, during the present session of Parliament, of the bill for 
concentrating all the courts of law in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. This measure, together 
with the opening of the new approaches from Holborn and 
the Strand, and the consequent free communication between 
the two, cannot fail largely-to increase the value of the com- 
pany’s property and improve the prospect of business for the 
hotel. 

The following. directors, viz., Messrs. E. W. Cox, G. F. 
Gwyn, H. H. Fox, and A. S. Hill, in accordance with the 
articles of association, have been chosen by lot to retire, 
but, being eligible, offer themselves for re-election. 

The auditors, Messrs. F. Maynard and J. H. Cook, also 
retiring, offer themselves again for re-election. 

The CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the report and ac- 
counts, and, the motion having been seconded, 

Mr. RHALEs inquired who were the trustees referred to in 
the report. 

The Secretary replied—The Chairman, Mr. Blandy, a 
director, and Mr. Gregory, the solicitor of the company; the 
latter gentleman being a trustee for the debenture-holders. 

Mr. RHALES, without any personal knowledge of Mr. 
Gregory, would, as a commercial man, have preferrred some- 
one wholly unconnected with the company, and inquired 
how much, in round numbers, had been raised by deben- 
tures, 

The CHarrman.—£45,000. 

Mr. RuAtes.—How much more do you require ? 

The CHAtRMAN.—We should like to have £80,000 alto- 
gether. 

Mr. Ritates asked what was meant by a sum of £605 
paid for procuring debentures. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was two and a-half per cent. paid 
to solicitors who procured loans from their clients. 

Mr. Ru ares complained of a sum of £98 3s. 6d., which 
appeared in the accounts, and which, the secretary explained, 
was attributable to the travelling expenses of the directors, 
He said in various other companies those expenses were dis- 
allowed, and as the directors, in his opinion, were well paid 
for their services, he hoped they would pay their own 
travelling expenses. If the country directors would not 
agree to do so, then he should be prepared to elect others, 
for, in his opinion, it was not necessary to have country 
directors for a London hotel. 

Mr. BLANpy said as he was one of the country directors, 
he might inform the meeting that the number of country 
shareholders, as compared with those resident in London, 
was about ten to one, and he should like to know why the 
country proprietors were not to be represented by a country 
director. He himself had attended board meetings no fewer 
than ninety-three times since the establishment of the com- 
pany, his travelling expenses from and returning to Reading 
were 13s, 9d. each journey, and he was not disposed to act 
as a director unless his travelling expenses were paid. 

A proprietor inquired when the building was likely to be 
completed. 

Mr. Lockwoop (architect), after referring to various 
causes of delay in the completion of the building, and 
claims for compensation which had been made, said he had 
no doubt the company might safely look forward to com- 
mencing businessin March next. 

Mr. RuHALEs suggested the propriety of having the furni- 
ture made beforehand, so that when it was put into the 
building, it would be well seasoned. 

Mr. Lockwoop concurred with Mr. Rhales, and urged the 
importance of giving an order for the furniture iminediately. 

The CHAIRMAN said the main difliculty with regard to 
ordering the furniture was the money. If the company 
could place the whole of its debentures, the furniture dealers 
could be paid in cash, and thus @ great saving be effected. 
The delay in the completion of the building had arisen in 
consequence of claims which had been made for compensa- 
tion, The Norwich Company claimed £2,000 on one side, 
and they were threatened with a like claim on the other. 
Asamere matter of pounds, shillings, and pence, it had 
been resolved to purchase No. 19, because that building, 
more than any other, had its light and air interfered with 
by the hotel, £3,000 ont of the £5,000 purchase-money 
remaining on mortgage at five per cent. It produced a 


rental of £400, and thus the mortgage interest was provided 
for, whilst a surplus remained. They had offered the Nor- 
wich Company, which claimed £2,000 compensation, £500, 
and as the matter could not be arranged, it was now in 
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rogress of arbitration. The company was now in a more 
| = et position than that which it occupied some twelve 
months since, because the directors were able to raise money 
on much more favourable terms. The directors had been 
censured for going to law, and it was said it was better to do 
anything than fight. He believed it was owing to those 
observations, that Messrs. Jackson & Shaw had brought an 
action against the company for £5,000, as a loss said to be 
sustained by them in consequence of their not being per- 
mitted to build the hotel. The claim, the directors knew, 
was wholly groundless, and therefore they resisted it, the 
result being that after having, on three separate occasions, 
failed to bring the cause to a trial, Messrs. Jackson & Shaw 
finally abandoned it, and were compelled to pay not only 
their own costs but also those of the company, amounting to 
£230. That proved that it would be unwise to submit be- 
cause legal proceedings were threatened. He believed that 
the claimants would never have dared to bring the action, 
had it not been for the observations to which he had referred, 
in regard to submitting to almost anything rather than go to 
law. 

Mr. RHAveEs was of opinion that the chairman was mis- 
taken in —— that the action was based upen the re- 
marks to which reference had been made, and was glad the 
directors had resisted the claim. 

A Proprietor regretted there was so small an attendance 
(sixteen including directors and secretary) but said it was 
to be accounted for by the fact that shareholders never looked 
after their interests. (A laugh.) 

A resolution for the adoption of the report and accounts 
passed nem. dis. 

A motion to the following effect was also unanimously 
carried :—‘* That the purchase of No. 19, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields and the mortgage thereof by the company to the ven- 
dor be authorized and approved. 

The directors and auditors having been unanimously re- 
elected, 

Mr. RHALEs moved a vote of thanks to the Chairman and 
the Board of Directors for their zeal during the past year. 

The motion was passed unanimously, and a suitable 
acknowledgement of it by the chairman, closed the proceed- 
ings of the meeting. 








CHANGE FROM BARRISTER TO Soricrror.—The _ soli- 
citors of Ireland have ever been an influential, and, for 
the most part, a Conservative body. Search the College, 
and City, and County of Dublin voting books, and see 
how they have ever exercised the franchise. They have 
ever had to do with the Irish aristocrocy and landed gentry, 
all of whom, with few exceptions, ever were, and still are, 
Conservatives, and yet, how have the Conservative Govern- 
ment ever treated them? Mr. Saurin, I admit, first set the 
transmogrification example. His own son, Mark, under- 
went the first transmogrifying operation; but his father was 
so revered by the profession that he was allowed to take that 
liberty uncomplained of, but the example has since been 
followed in the transmogritication—amongst others, of one 
John Smyly, who was once a barrister, but is now a solici- 
tor, holding a Government place as such. But_ transmogri- 
fication is a dishonest, slight-of-hand, thimblerig trick, 
unworthy of the tories, who boast of not condescending to 
anything mean, petty, and exclusive, and the Government 
that practises it, and the subjects upon whom they operate, 
will have neither luck nor grace. The last Tory Govern- 
ment no sooner tried their hand at it, than they were pué 
out, as they alleged, by a factious and scandalous piece of 
trickery ; and has everything gone well with those who 
underwent the operation? But I will now pry into what is 
private ov domestic. All I desire is that, if ever the same 
game again is played by a Conservative Administration, 
may every member of it, big and little, be laid up in a six 
weeks’ fit of the most excruciating gout that ever was en- 
dured by mortal.—Recollections of Ireland, by a late Profe:= 
sional Gentleman. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
My 26.—By Messrs. Norton & Trist. 

Freehold estate, known as Beechwood House, situate at Tunbridge 
Wells, and comprising a residence, with stabling, coach-houses, 
pleasure grounds, and meadow land, containing about 38 acres— 
Sold for £18,500, 


Freehold paddock, situate in Friar Stile-road, Richmond, containing 
2a 3r 34p—Sold for £3,600. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Magdalen Lever Hall Farm, 
comprising farmhouse, buildings, and several enclosures of arable 
and meadow land, containing 223a Ir 29p, situate in the parish of 
Northweald Bassett, Essex—Sold for £8,500. 

Freehold estate, known as Paris Hall Farm, situate as above, and 
comprising farmhouse, buildings, and several enclosures of arable, 
meadow, and pasture land, containing 133a Or 21p—Sold for £4,570. 

Leasehold, 14 houses, situate in Trundley’s-lane and Lee-terrace, 
Lower-road, Deptford, producing £238 per annum; term, 99 years 
mr Lady-day, 1857; ground-rent, £40 per annum—Sold for 

065, 

Freehold ground-rents amounting to £28 per annum, secured on 

houses in Domingo-street, Old-street, St. Luke’s—Sold for £1,150. 
May 29.—By Messrs. W1LKINson & Horne 

Freehold, 2 residences and plot of land, situate at Wimbledon, Surrey 
—Sold for £1,425. 

May 30.—By Messrs. Driver. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, situate near Chelmsford and Maldon, 
Essex, comprising Stow Hall, Great and Little Martins, and Cold 
Norton Farms, with farm-houses and buildings, containing 206 
acres of arsble and grass land, and producing £216 per annum— 
Sold for £4,350. ; 

Leasehold, 2 mansions, being Nos. 42 and 75, Onslow-square, Bromp- 
ton, producing £300 per annum ; term, 86 years from 1849 ; ground- 
rent, £17 per annum—Sold for £4,710. 

Leasehold, 7 residences and premises, being Nos. 1 to 6, and 12, 
Sumner-place, Onslow-square, Brompton, producing £638 10s. per 
annum; term, 85 years from 1850; ground-rent, £35 per annum— 
Sold for £9 330, 

Leasehold, 10 residences and premises, being Nos. } to 10, Suamner- 
terrace, Brompton, producing £825 per annum; term, 86 years from 
1849; ‘ground-rent, £50 per annum—Sold for £12,330. 

Leasehold mansion, being No. 17, Southwick-crescent, Hyde-park ; 
let at £292 per annum: term, 96 years from 1840; ground-rent, £2 
per annum—Sold for £4,570. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
May 26.—By Mr. Epwarp SaunpERs, 

Freehold residence, stabling, outbuildings, pleasure grounds, and 
paddock, containing 5a 2r 8p, situate at West-hill, Wandsworth, 
Surrey—Sold for £6,450. 

May 29.—By Messrs. Crawter & Dears. 

Copyhold residence and meadow land, situate in Church-lane and 

Hamstead-end, Cheshunt, containing 9a Or lp—Sold for £2,495. 
May. 30.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BousFIELp. 

The beneficial interest in the lease of the professional residence, No. 
45, Threadneedle-street ; term, 21 years from 1863, at a rent of £90 
per annum—Sold for £2 000. 

Leasehold residence, known as Woodville House, Forest-hill; term, 
62 years from 1856; ground-rent, £30 per annum—Sold for £1,550. 
Leasehold villa, known as Woodville, situate as above; let at 
£75 per annum; term,63 years from 1855; ground rent, £12 per 

annum—Sold for £1,130. 

Leasehold cottage, being No. 8, Debnam-road, Rotherhithe, and plot 
of building land; let at £36 per annum; term, 99 years from 1861; 
ground rent, £4 per annum—Sold for £320, 

Leasehold house, being No. 18,Canterbury-road, Ball’s-pond , let at 
£28; term, 99 years from 1852; ground rent, £3 5s. per annum— 
Sold for £225. 

By Messrs. BroaD, Pritcuarp, & WILTsnIRE. 

Freehold and leasehold estate. comprising houses, shop, and stabling, 

ye situate in Gray’s-inn-road; let at £192 per annum—Sold for 
3,200. 

Freehold, 4 houses, 2 with shops, situate at lenge, Surrey, producing 
£150 perannum Sold for £1,665. 

Leasehold, 2 shops and houses, being Nos. 14 and 143, St. John- 
street-road, Clerkenwell; term, 23 years unexpired, producing £90 
per annum—Sold for £750. 

Leasehold house, being No. 22, Grove-street, High-street, Camden- 
town; let at £34 per annum; term, 36 years unexpired; ground- 
rent, £1 per annum—Sold for £335. 

June 1.— By Messrs. Freniy & AyLEiT. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 1, The Meadow, Sutton, Surrey; esti- 
mated annual value, £75; term, 83 years from 1864; ground-rent, 
£15 15s. per annum —Sold for £800. 


AT THE CLARENCE ARMS HOTEL, TEDDINGTON. 
May 24.—By Mr CHAaNnceLior. 
Copyhold residence, situate at Twickenham, with coach-house and 
stable—Sold for £2,600. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

BENNETT—On May 17, at Belfast, the wife of Edward Bennett, Esq., 
Middle Temple, of a son. 

BURRELL—On May 25, at Gosport, Hants, the wife of W. F. Burrell, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

FERGUSON—On May 18,at Dublin, the wife of David Ferguson, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

GRIFFIN—On May 17, at Dublin, the wife of Robert Griffin, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MACRORY—On May 25, at Dublin, the wife of Robert J. Turnley 
Macrory, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

RENDALL—On May 30. at Notting-hill, the wife of J. Rendall, Esq., 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SAW—On May 22, at Greenwich, the wife of S. Saw, Esq., Solicitor, 


of ason. 
MARRIAGES. 
GOY—DODSON—On May 23, at Handsworth, Henry Cox Goy 
Attorney-at -Law, and Conveyancer of Louth, to Mary, eldest 
daughter of Mr. Edward Dodson, of Handsworth Hall. 





HILL—DOBBS—On May 19, in Cushendun, the Rev. Francis Thomas 
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Hill, Vicar of Terling, Essex, to Kate, youngest daughter of 
Conway E. Dobbs, of Glendun Lodge, County Antrim, Esq., Q.C. 
JENNINGS—CUTHBERT—On May 24, at Diss, Norfolk, F. B, Jen- 
nings, Esq., Ipswich, Solicitor, to Catherine L., daughter of H. 

Cuthbert, Esq., of that place. 

MULREADY—STALEY—On May 25, at West Ham, Essex, M. Mul- 
ready, Artist, late of Linden-grove, Bayswater, to Fanny I., daughter 
of A. Staley, Esq., Solicitor. 

SAUNDERS—BRIDGMAN—On May 25, at St. Andrew’s, Plymouth, 
F. de Veulle, Lient. H.M.’s Canopus, son of W. Saunders, Esq., 
Commissioner in Bankruptcy, Birmingham, to Louisa M., daughter 
of C. V. Bridgman, Esq., Tavistock. 

DEATHS. 

BLAKENEY—On May 22, at Termonfeekin, county Louth, Belinda, 
relict of John Blakeney, Esq., of Galway, Solicitor. 

BURCHELL—On May 26, at Petersham, Sophia, wife of W. Burchell, 
Esq., Solicitor, of Westminster. 

CLAY—On May 24, at Brighton, Jessy, relict of the late C. H. Clay, 
Esq., formerly Registrar of the Supreme Court of Madras, aged 64, 

LEWERS—On May 28, W. Carleton, sonjof W. Lewers, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, Upper Hornsey Rise. 

OSBORNE—On May 24, at Dublin, Robert W. Osborne, Esq., Barristers 

t-Law. 

SIMPKINSON—On May 20, at Rome, the Marchesa M. Paulucci (de 
Calboli), daughter of the late Sir Francis Simpkinson, Esq., Q.C. 

STREET—On May 3, at St. John’s, New Brunswick, the Hon, John 
A. Street, of Fredericton, New Brunswick, late Attorney-General of 
that Province. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 4 
Harrison, Rey. Wintram Baasuaw, Grayton-le. March, Lincolnshire, 

and the Rey. Henry Harrison, Christchurch, Sussex. £1070s. 7d. 

Reduced £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said W. B, Harrison 

and H. Harrison. 

Lee, Epwarp, Sidmouth, Deyon, deceased, and ArcarBaLp Boyp, Lon- 
donderry, Esq.,deceased. 1 Dividend on the sum of £3,271 13s. 6d. 
Consolidated £3 per Cent Annuities—Claimed by Rev. Sackville 
Usher Bolton Lee, surviving executor of Edward Lee, deceased, who 
was the survivor. 

Mavrice, Rey. Mic#aez, Ladbroke Villas, Notting-hill, deceased, and 
Tuomas Swain, Old Jewry, Gent.. deceased. £650 New £3 per 
Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Rev. J. F. D. Maurice, and W. Powell, 
executors of M. Maurice, who was the survivor. 

McCortvum, Wituiam, Liverpool, Merchant, CHARLES EpwArp Moraan, 
Stafford, Wine Merchant, and Joun Smiru, Rugeley, Stafford, Esq. 
£19 Is. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said W. 
McCullum, the survivor. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


UWAinding-up of Point Stork Compantes. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865, 
Lrwirep in CHANCERY. 

London and Colonial Bank (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented May 20, directed to be heard betore the Master of the Rolls 
on June 3, Gibbs & Co, Lothbury, solicitors for the petitioners, 

TvespayY, May 30, 1865, 
Limitep In CHANCERY, 

Aberaman Iron Works (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
May 25, to be heard before V.C. Kindersley, June 9. Sole & Co, 
Aldermanbury, Solicitors for the petitioner. 

Cappagh Mining Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 8, to send their names and address, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims. to Mr. Fredk Whinney, Serle-st, Lincoln’s- 
inn, the official liquidator. 

London and Scottish Bank (Limited),—Order made by the Master of 
the Rolls to wind up the above Company, dated May 6. 

Metropolitan Ice Company (Limited),—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented May 25, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on June 
10. Redpath, Suffolk-lane, Solicitor for the petitioner, 

Maresfield Gunpowder Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has appointed Herbert Harris Cannan, Gresham-st, to be official 
liquidator of the above Company Credit are required, on or 
before July 1,to send their names and addresses, and the partculars 
of their debts or claims. 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865. 
Hick, Jas Fras, Leeds, Ironmonger. June 2. Millar v Hick, V.C. 
Kindersley. 
Eade, Wm, Uggeshall, Suffolk, Retired Farmer. June 10. Eade v 
Eade, V.C. Wood. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wie. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865, 
Brooke, Thos John Langford, Chester, Esq. July 10. Tathams & Co, 
Old Jewry. 
Byrne, Georgiana Mary, Knightsbridge. June 30. Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Cox, Francis, Birm, Gent. July 6. Duke, Birm 
Dean, Jas, Salford, Lancaster, Calico Printer, June 24. Welsh, 
Manch. 
Dilley, David Daniel, Gee-st, St Luke’s, Tailor. July 8. Child. 
Elton, Arthur, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. July 31. Harrison & Co, 
Bedford-row. 
Goodwin, Edwd, Ipswich, Grocer. July 1. Jackaman & Son, Ipswich. 
Hunter, Margaret, Kiver-ter North, City-rd. May 18. Tilleard & Co, 
Old Jewry. 








Keay, John, Aston, Birm, Brassfounder. July 6. Duke, Birm, 
Kent, John, Upper Ebury-st, Pimlico, Carman. July 8. Child. 
Merry, Thos, jun, Fenchurch-st, East India Broker. Aug 22. Lindsay 
& Mason, Basinghall-st. 
yee. Soe, St Lawrence, Kent, Yeoman. July 6, Martin & 
aniel. 
Penny, Geo Jessy, Berkeley-pl, Edgware-rd, House Decorator. July 
5. Bartleys & Saxton, Portman-sq. 
Pickop, Jas, Blackburn, Surgeon. Aug 24. Pickop, Blackburn. 
Walters, Hy, Acle, Norfolk, Gent. June 26. Newman, Canon-st. 
Whitfield, Geo, Sydney, New South Wales, Gunmaker. Sept 30. 
Whitfield. 
Wilson, Eliza, Blackhurst, Kent, Widow. Aug 24. Fox, Old Broad- 
t 


st. 

Wilson, Ford, Ticehurst, Sussex, Esq. Aug 24. Fox, Old Broad-st. 

Wilson, Josiah, Stonard House, Stamford-hill, Esq. Aug 24. Fox 
Old Broad-st. 

Tvuespay, May 30, 1865. 

Bott, Ann, Cossington, Leicester, Widow. Aug 3l. J. & S. Harris, 
Leicester. 

Bower, Mary, Acton Bridge, Chester, Widow. June 14. Cheshire, 
Northwich, Cheshire. 

Bower, Nicholas, Acton Bridge, Chester, Publican. June 14. Cheshire, 
Northwich, Cheshire. 

Brunskill, John, Kendal, Westmorland, Gent. July 1. Harrison & 
Son, Kendal, 

Carter, Rebekah, Bumstead Hall, Essex, Widow. July 6, Jackson, 
Haverhill, Suffolk. 

Craven, Hon Marie Clarisse, Kent-ter, Regent’s-park, Widow. July 
10. Hayes & Co, Russell-sq. 

Driver, John, Chertsey, Surrey, Draper. July 8. Child. 

Farrow, Thos, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Builder. Aug 1. Farrow, 
Bungay, Suffolk. 

Hodgson, Wm, Otley, York, Draper. July 25, Payne & Co, Leeds. 

Horner, Catherine Mary, Strand, Widow. July 1. Grover, King’s- 
bench-walk, Temple. 

Lascelles, Hon Edwin, Eccleston-st, Belgrave sq. July 1. Currie & 
Williams. Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Rogers, Richd Banks, Deal, Kent, Gent. July 6. Stillwell, Dover. 

Stringer, Eliz, Leeds, York, Spinster. July 1. Blackburn & Son, 
Leeds. 

Turton, Mary, Holywell, Flint, Spinster. July 30. Williamson, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Webb, Robt, Wm, Shirley, W 


Asstanments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865, 


Howard, Wm Liddon, & Chas Liddon Howard, Boxmore, Herts, Tim- 
ber Merchants, May 8. Walters & Gush, Basinghall-st. 





arwick, Gent. Aug 1, Webb, Birm. 


Meeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865. 


Avrowsmith, Peter Rothwell, Bolton, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. May 
19. Asst. Reg May 24. 

Bell, Geo, Bellingham, Northumberland, Builder. May 4. Conv, 
teg May 25. 

Bunn, Benj, Birm, Draper. April28. Conv. Reg May 24. 

Cocking, Richd Coulston, Peckham, Surrey, House Agent. April 
27. Comp. Reg May 25. 

Coghlan, Chas, Kensington-park West, Gent. April29. Comp. Reg 
May 25 

Cooke, Joseph, Shrewsbury, Salop, Corn Factor. May 10. Asst. Reg 
May 25. 

Cooper, Geo Fredk, Portsea, Southampton, Dealer. May 15. Conv, 
Reg May 26. 

Cope, John, Portsea, China and Glass Dealer. May 23. Conv. Reg 
May 26, 

Cripps, Chas, Dartford, Kent, Publican. April 26. Cony. Reg May 24, 

Crofts, Edwin, East-st, Walworth, Surrey, Agent. May 18. Comp. 








Duggan, David, Sheffield, York, Draper. May 19. Cony, Reg May 25. 

Fish, Benj, Woolfold, Lancaster, Cotten Manufacturer. May 2. Asst. 
Reg May 25. 

Franklin, Hy, Elizabeth-ter, Notting Hill, Boot Maker. April 24, 
Comp. Reg May 22. 

Geary, Wm, Bristol, Grocer. May 13. Conv. Reg May 26. 

Gregson, John, Padiham, Wm Gregson, Blackburn, & Richd Walsh, 
Blackburn, Lancaster, Manufacturers, May 2. Comp. Reg May 26. 

Halhead, Hilton, & Francis Hilton Halhead, Lpool, Timber Merchants. 
May 16, Asst. Reg May 24. 

Henshall, Geo, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. April 29. Asst. Reg 
May 23. 

Jacob, John Woolcock, Camborne, Cornwall, Builder, April 27. Cony. 
Reg May 24. 

Kensey, Rowland, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer. May l. Comp. Reg 
May 25. 

Leonard, John, Burnham, Somerset, Miller. May 1. Conv. Reg May 
26 





d. 

Little, Wm, Wednesbury, Stafford, Draper. April 28. Conv. Reg 
May 25. 

Lugg, John Robt, Plymouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. May }. 
Comp. Reg May 25. 

McCreadie, John, Manch, Joiner. May 18. Comp. Reg May 24. 

Morgan, Emma, Plymouth, Devon, Widow. May 13, Asst. Reg 
May 25. 

Nicklin, Thos, Burslem, Stafford, Cabinet Maker. April 28, Asst. 
Reg May 24. 

Nolan, Geo, Lpool. Merchant, May 12, Comp. Reg May 25. 

Oxlade, Thos, Staines, Middx, Grocer. April 25. Comp. Reg May 23. 

Paull, Wm Warr, Gt Dover-st, Surrey, Builder. May 22. Comp. 
Reg May 26. 

Raggatt, Wm, Birm, Leather Seller. May 8. Conv. Reg May 25. 

Rich, Joseph, Richville-pk-gate, Chester, Coffee Planter, April 26. 
Conv. Reg May 24. 

Russell, Mark, & Catherine Russell, Mile-town, Sheerness, Kent, Fur- 
niture Dealers, April 29. Comp. Reg May 23. 
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Savaze, wm, Fiskerton, , Nottingham, ‘tn April 29, Cung 
Reg May 2 

Smith, Hy Barrows, & a i Taylor, Nottingham, Hosiers. 
May 3. Comp. Reg May 

Stone, Isaac, Manch, Wholesale Clothier. May 12. Comp. Reg 
May 25. 

Taylor, John, Leeds, Cab Proprietor. May 11. 

Toppin, Wm, & Wm Wingrave Toppin, Carlisle, Drapers. 
Jomp. Reg May 26. 

Underwood, Benj, Cambridge-rd, Mile End, Confectioner. 
Comp. Reg May 25. 

=a Geo Holmes, Leeds, York, Joiner. 

a; 

Wisely, Wm, & John Pearson, Manch, 

Reg May 24. 


Comp. Reg May 24. 
April 29. 


May 22. 

May 13. Comp. Reg 

Merchants. May 9. Conv. 
Tvurspay, May 30, 1865. 

Abud, Wm Thos, Colville-rd, Bayswater, Banker’s Clerk. 


Comp. Reg May 26. 
Allan, Richd, sen, Scarborough, Builder. May 1. 


May 3 
Conv. Reg May 27. 


Appleyard, John, & Geo Mann, Bradtord, Worsted Spinners. May 15. 
Conv. Reg May 29. 
Barker, David, jun, Manch, Crinoline Skirt Manufacturer. May 29. 


Comp. Reg May 30. 


Bennett, Benj Nisbett, Twickenham, Middx, Ironmonger. May 26, 


Comp. Reg May 30. 
ny Ohanes, Manch, Merchant. May 25. Comp. Reg 
May 30 
ss, Thos, Woolwich, Linen Draper. April 28. Comp. Reg 
May 26 
Bottomley, bape ig opened Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. May 2. 
Asst. Reg May 2 
Brackenridge, Win, Birm, Draper. April 29, Conv. Reg May 27. 
—_—s Ellen, Walton-villas, Brompton. May 23. Comp. Reg 
May 2 


naeee Wm, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. 
Comp. Reg May 25. 
Brown, Jeremiah Sharp, & Jas Laurie Brown, Smethwick, Stafford, 
Wire Drawers, May 25. Asst. Reg May 26 
Bulmer, Fredk, Stanley-st, Pimlico, Clerk in Post Office, May 3. Arr. 
ieg May 30. 
Cavit, Thos E — Hatton-garden, Wh6lesale Gasfitter. May 16. 


May 23. 


Comp. Reg May 2 

Chadwick, Fredk, Crooked- lane, Architect. May 20. Comp. Reg 
May 29, 

——, John, Norwich, Travelling Draper, May 8. Asst. Reg | 
May 29. 

Clough, Fras, Gresham House, Merchant. May 26. Asst. Reg 


May 29. 
Constantine, Pickles, | aes York, Stuff Manufacturer. May 22. 


Comp. Reg May 2 
Crossland, Fredk, bolton, Lancaster, Brass Founder. May 1. Conv. 
Reg May 27 \ 
Cross, Aifred, Southampton, Boot Maker. May 1. Comp. Reg 


May 26, 
Dearden, Wm, Nottingham, Bookseller. May 5. 
Derschl, Hermann, & Chas Old, Dean-st, 

Upholsterers. April 29. Asst. Reg May 26. 
om Edwd, Lpool, out of business. May 17. 

May 30. 

Durant, Anguish Honour Augustus, 

Comp. Reg May 30, 

Edwards, Geo, Nottingham, Bonnct Manufacturer. 

Reg May 29. 

Ellis, Louisa Tunstall Mazzoni, Isli: 


Cony. Reg May 27. 
Soho, Manufacturing 
Asst. Reg 
Pimlico, Middx, Gent. May 29, 
May 4. Comp. 


gton, Mourning Flower Maker. 


May 19. Comp. Reg May 27. 
Fachiri, Andrew, & Nicholas Fachiri, Cullum-st, Merchants. April 28. | 
Comp. Reg May 26. 

Fleming, John, Lpool, Hardware Merchant. May 2, Conv. Reg 


May 29. 


Fowler, Wm Hy, Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Grocer. May 18. 


Comp. Reg May 30. 
Furbank, Wm, Sheffield, Grocer. May 16. Comp. Reg Mav 29. 
Genese, Saml, Lpool, Print Seller. May 17. Arr. Reg May 30. 


bag Wm, Burnham Westgate, Norfolk, Grocer. May 1. Comp. 
Reg May 25, 
Haddan, John Coope, Besborough-gardens, Civil Engineer. May 27. 
Inspectorship. Reg May 39. 
Harrison, Jonathan, Bewaldeth, Cumberland, Husbandman. May 8. 
Cony. Reg May 27, 





Holland, Corbett, Leamington, Gent. May 25. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Koning, Hy, Pentonville, Seedsman. May 29. Comp. Reg May 29, 
Lawrance, John, Manch, Grocer. May 13. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Laycock, Wm, Lpool, Oil Dealer. May 5. Asst. Reg May 27. 


Livesey, Thos, & Elijah Haydock, Oswaldtwistle ’ tannenian 
Comp. Reg May 27. 


Nevill, Edmd Berrey, & N 


May 16. 


Nevill Geo Nevill, Nottingham, Lace Manu- 


facturers. May 10 Cony. Reg May 29. 

Packer, Thos Ward, Old Ford, Bow, Petroleum Merchant. May 23. 
Comp. Reg May 26, 

Pointou, Vincent, Birm, Coffin Furniture Manufacturer. May 15. 


Asst. Reg May 29. 

Potts, Wm Mowbray, Durham, Provision Dealer. May 18. Comp. 
Reg May 26, 

Pound, Matthew, Leather-lane, Wholesale Drugzest. May 5. Comp. 
Reg May 3 

Ser dey Jane. & cone Ramsbottom, Wardle, Cotton Spinners. 
May 6, Asst. Reg May 25 


Redway, Thos, Exmouth, Grew Shipowner. May 22. Inspector- 


ship. Reg May 30. 
Robinson, Wm, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. May 13, Asst. 
Reg May 26. 
Smart, Alfred, Bath, Baker. May 24, Asst. Reg May 29. 
Strangwayes, Richd, Chiswell-st, St Luke’s, Draper. May2. Arrt. 


Reg May 27, 

Wall, Geo Chas, Old-rd, Stepney, Cheesemonger. May 19. Comp. 
Reg May 29, 

Walton, Jas, Manch, Cap Manufacturer. April 28. 
May 26, 


Comp. Reg 








} Cornand, Anguste, Wills-rd, Hammersmith, Horse Dealer. 


| Hooper, Wm Fredk, Gray’s-inn-square, Architect. 
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Woumsey, awa Robt, Louth, Lincoln, Ironmonger. May 1. 
Ww eller, Wm Winton, Ebury-st, Eaton-sq, Gent. April 29. Arr. Reg 
wales. Halifax, York, Grocer. May 27. Conv. Reg May 30. 

W a — Leeds, York, Cloth Manufacturer. May 24. Comp. 
Wilson, Thos, High-st, Islington, Oilman. 


May 27, 
Bankruypts. 
Fripay, May 26,1865, 
To Surrender in London. 
Ames, Ben Gregory, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj May 18. 
June datl. Aldridge 
Andrews, John Fredk, Scachareh- st, Coal Factor. Pet May 18. June 
8atll. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Anton, Geo Nairne, Westminster, Railway Agent. Adj May 18. June 


14 at ll. 
Adj 








Cony- 


May 16. Comp. Reg 


Auger, Jas, Westminster, Coal Dealer. 
at ll. 
Barratt, Wm May, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj May 17. June 


May 18. June 14 


Block, Siegward, Elmore-st, Islington, Clerk. Pet May 23. June6é 
at 2. Riches, King’s Bench-walk. 

Butler, Chas, sen, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj May 18. June 8 

Chapman. Chas Pearce Lloyd, Abchurch-yard, Canon-st, Merchant. 
Pet May 23. June 5at2: Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 


Collins, Edwd Jas Mortimer, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 22 
(for pau). June 5at1l. Chapple, Doctors’-commons. 
Constable, Wm Edwd, High-st, Peckham, Carman, Pet May 22 


June 6at1l. Stacey, Southampton-st. 

Cooke, Issac, Prisoner for Debt, Norfolk. Adj May 16. June 14 at 12. 

Pet May 
23. June 6atl. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st. 

Cox, Saml, Child’s-hill, Hampstead, Baker. Pet May 20. June 9 at 
lk. Bigzenden, Southampton- bldgs. 

Driver, John Tuff, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 24 (for pau). 
June 7 at12. Hill, Basinghall-st 

Everitt, Wm, Elms tead, Essex, Cattle Dealer. 
at i. Jones, Colchester. 

Faulkner, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Aylesbury. Adj May 22. June 7 
at ll. Aldridge. 

Field, Eleanor Sarah, Carlisle-st, Westminster, Widow, Hair Dresser. 
Pet May 24. 7at 12, Fraser & May, Dean-st, Soho. 


June 7 
Forbes, Thos Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May L8. 
at 12. 


Pet May 23. June 8 


June 8 


Goddard, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Goodwin, Wm Saml, Leicester-sq, Glass Engraver. 
June 14 at 12. 


Adj May 20. June 8 at 1. 


Adj May 18. 

Gough, Thos Armstrong, Oxford-ter, Edgware-rd, no business. Pet 
May 22. June 9at12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Griffiths, Owen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 5at 
12. Aldridge. 

Griffiths. Wm, Woolwich, Kent, Grocer. 
Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Harding, Robt Stanton, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
June 5 at 12. Aldridge. 

Harvey, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. 
12. Bailey, Winchester. 

Haslam, Chas Richd, Salisbury, Linendraper. 
atl. Shiers, Strand. 

Holmes, Jas, Chepstow-villas, Bayswater, 
June 6 at 2. Daniels, Chancery lane. 
Hooman, Clement, Lawrance-lane, Warehouseman. 

June 8 atl. Sydney & Son, Finsbury-circus, 


Pet May 22. June 6at1. 
Adj May 18. 
Pet May 22. June 8 at 
Pet May 22. June5 
Comm’Agent. Pet May 24. 
Pet May 17. 
Pet May 19. June 


Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Pet May 25 (for pau). 


7 at 12. 
Innes, Jas, Prisoner for Debt London, 
Sat ll. * Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 
King, Augustus Fredk, Deptford, Kent, Comm Agent. 
June 9 at |. 

Lane, Wm, Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Stone Mason. 
at 12. Elliott. Pimlico. 

Lorrain, John, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. 
at 12 

Lovett, Thos Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. 


June 

Adj May 18. 

Pet May 20. June7 

Adj May 20. June 8 
Adj May 18. June 

Phillips, Thos, Mape-street, Bethnall green, Turner. Pet May 24: 
June 9 at 2. Marshall, Hatton garden. 

Raynham, Wn, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
12. Aldridge. 

Roberts, Jas, Prisoner for Dept. London. 

Sharp, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
Earle, Holborn. 

Spencer, John, Kingsland-rd, Willow Bonnet Manufacturer. Pet May 
23. Junesatil. Phelp, Bucklersbury. 

Sternberg, Heber, Oxford-ter, Clapham rd, Attorney’s Clerk, Pet 
May 23. June 9 at 12, Godfrey, Gray’s-inn. 

Sutcliffe, Robt, Clare-st, Clare-mrkt, L icensed Victualler. 
18 June 9at 2. 

Thomas, Wm Hy, Deptford, Kent, 
June 7 at 12. Drew, Basinghall-st. 

Traish, Albert John, Prisoner for Debt, Essex. 
Tatll. Aldridge, Basinghall-st. 

Triggs, Robt Waddington, Blackheath-hill, Greenwich, Watchmaker. 
Pet May 22. June 9at 12. Sadgrove & Son, Mark- lane 
Turbuard, Walter, Upper Cleveland st. Fitzroy-sq, Grocer. 

23. June 9atl. Cooper, St Martin’s-lane. 
Whee ler, Chas, Old Quebec-st, Oxford-st, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
May 17. June 6 at 12. Wild & Barber , Ironmonger-lane. 
Wheeler, Wm, Lisson-grove North, Plumber. Pet May 23. June 5 


Adj May 18. June 5 at 


June § atl. 
June 5 at 1. 


Adj May 18. 
Pet May 20. 


Adj May 
Furniture Dealer. Pet May 34. 


Adj May 20. June 


Pet May 
Pet 


atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Whybro, Edwa, jun. Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 24. June 
8at 12. Drew, Basinghall st. 

Wilkins, Adolphus Isaac, Devonshire-st, Notting-hill, Baker. Pet 


May 24, Juns7at ll, Hallam, New Boswell-court. 
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Winkler, David Edwd, New-st, Bishopsgate-st, Bookbinder. Pet May 
24. June 8at12. Stackpool, Pinner’s-hall. 

Wonnacott, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj May 18. June 5 
at 12. Aldridge. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashford, Richd Adams, Maldon, Essex, out of business, Pet May 22. 
Maldon, June 8 at 10. Digby, Maldon. 

Aston, Richd, Wm Aston, & Jas Francis, Birm, Gunmakers. Pet May 
22. Birm,June 9at 12. Allea, Birm. 

Aston, Wm, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Currier, Pet May 22. 
Ulverston, June | atll. Relph, Ulverston. 

Bamford, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Hereford. Pet May 20. Birm, 
June 9at 12, Griffin, Birm. 

Bardsley, Joseph, Manch, Saddler. Pet May 24. 
9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Bedford, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Pet May 23. Birm, June 
12at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Billman, Thos, Manch, Fish Curer. Pet May 22. 
Marsland & Addleshaw, Mauch. 

Carter, Edwd Thos Bridgen, Stapleton, nr Taunton, Somerset, Flax 
Dresser. Pet May 23. Exeter, June 9 at 11. Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Child, John, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet May 23. 
Bristol, June 7 at 11. Goolden, Bristol. 

Dare, Lawrance, Bridgwater, Somerset, Stone Mason. Pet May 22. 
Bridgwater, June 7 at 10. Smith, Bridgwater. 

Davies, Saml, Kington, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 22. 
Birm, June 7 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm 

Digney, Thos, Lpool, Provision Dealer. Pet May 22. Lpool, June 13 
at 3. Henry, Lpool. 

Eastwood, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
caster, June 12 at II. 

Evans, Rich, Usk, Monmouth, Innkeeper. 
at ll. Sacye, Abergavenny. 

Fazakerley, John, Lpool, Timber Merchant. Pet May 22. 
June 9 at 11. Etty, Lpool. 

Foxwell, Chas, Wells, Somerset, Innkeeper. 
June7 atll. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Hartley, Wm, Stockton, York, Farmer. 
at ll. Grayston, junr, York, 

Herman, Hy, Newbury, Berks, Grocer’s Assistant. 
Newbury, June 2 at 11. Cave, Newbury. 

Holdstock, Benj, Luton, Pedford, Plait Dealer. Pet May 22, Luton, 
June 10 atl. Jones, Strand. 

Jarrett, Thos, Marston Sicea, Gloucester, out of business. 
23. Stratford-on-Avon, June 12 at 11. 


Salford, June 17 at 


June 14 at 12. 


Adj April 12. Lan- 
Pet May 20. Usk, June 9 
Lpool, 
Pet May 24. Bristol, 
Pet May 22. York, June7 


Pet May 19. 


Pet May 
Greves, Stratford-on-Avon, 





Webb, John Cross, Manch, Japanner. Pet May 18. Manch, June 14 
at ll. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Wallwork, Saml, Bolton, Lancaster, Clerk to a Waste Dealer. Pet 
May 22. Bolton, June 8at ll. Glover & Ramwell, Bolton. 

Weston, Alfred, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Innkeeper. Pet May 23, 
Birm, June 12 at 12. Homer, Birm. 

bape Joseph, jun, Prisoner for Debt, Essex. Adj May 20. June 
8atll. 

Wilkins, Geo, Deal, Kent, Tailor. Pet May 23, Deal, June 6 at Jt. 
Drew, Deal. 

Woodhall, Randall, & Jas Woodhall, Ellandcum-Greetland, York, 
Woollen Manufacturers. Pet May 17. Leeds, June 12 atll. Cariss 
& Tempest, Leeds 

Wright, John Bell, Deansgate, Manch, Baker. Pet May 23. Manch, 
June 13 at ll. Needham, Manch. 

Turspay, May 30, 1895, 
To Surrender in London. 

Atkinson, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 24 (for pau). 
June 9 at 2. Templeman, Milton-st, Dorset-sq. 

— John, Prisoner for Debt, Cambridge. 

4at 2. 

Austwick, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 23 (for pau). 
June 9atl. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 

Batten, Valentine, Inkpen, nr Hungerford, Berks, Beerseller, Pet May 
25. June l3ati1l. Lewis & Co, Gray’s-inn, 

Benning, Albert-rd, Upper Holloway, out of business, Pet May 27. 
June 12 at 12. Pritchard & Sons, Doctor’s-commons, 

Boysen, Fredk, Sunderland, Durham, Ship Chandler. Pet May 19. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 13 at 12. Eglington, Sunderland. 

Caldwell, Jas, Pendleton, nr Manch, Salesman. Pet May 27. Manch, 
June i2at ll. Farrington, Manch, 

Dennis, John Chas, Maryland-ter, Leytonstone-rd, Stratford, Comm 
Agent. Pet May 25. June 12 atl!, Cooke, New Broad st. 

Eyre, Abraham, Hulme, Manch, Corn Dealer. Pet May 27. Manch, 
June 19 at 12. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Gale, Geo Lansley, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj May 19. June 
14 at 1. 

Gardner, Thos, Drummond-st, Euston-sq, General Dealer, Pet May 
26 (for pau). June I3at ll. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Gibson, Wim Goodall, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 20. June 

dat Ll. 


Wake, Wm John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 20. June 14 
at 12 


“Adj May 22, June 


| Gough, John Smith, Birm, out of business. Pet May 26. Birm, June 


Johnson, Wm, Yawthorpe, Corringham, Lincoln, Farm Bailiff Pet | 


May 20. Gainsborough, June !4 at 10. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Jones, Wm, Pontlottyn, Glamorgan, Contractor, Pet May 24. Mer- 
thyr Tydfil, June 9 at 11. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

King, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj May 17. Lpool, June 9 at 11. 

Laporte, Chas Knoll, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj May 17. Lpool, 
June 7 at ll. 

hapeey: Claud, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj May 17. Lpool, June 
7 at ll. 

Lawson, Saml, jun, Leeds, out of business. Pet May 22. Leeds, June 
IZat ll. Spirett, Leeds. 

Lemmon, Wm, Wisbech, Cambridge, Fisherman, 
bech, June 8 at 12. Ollard, Wisbech. 

Longstaff, John, Durham, Innkeeper. Adj May 17. Durham, June 6 
at 10. Stafford, Durham. 

McDonald, Thos, Lpool, Manager for a firm of Brewers. 
Lpool, June 5at 12 Martin, Lpool. 

Mclver, Mary, Neweastle-upon-T'yne, out of business. Pet May 23, 
Newcastle, June 10 at 10. Bush. 

Mannix, Wm, jun, Wolverhampton, Oil of Vitrol Manufacturer. Pet 
May 23. Birm, June 9at12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Massingham, Hy, Bristol, Shoe Maker. Pet May 17. Bristol, June 9 
at ll, Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Mercer, Edmd, & John Mercer, Canada Dock, Lpool, Timber Merchants. 
Pet May 17. Lpool, June 8 at tt. Watson & Son, Lpool. 

Milner, Briggs, Leigh, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet May 24. 
Tatil. Edge, Bolton. 

Mitchell, Mark, Morley, Batley, York, out of business. Pet May 24. 
Dewsbury, June 9 at 3. Scott, Leeds. 


Pet May 22. Wis- 


Pet May 25. 


19at 10, Allen, Birm. 

Grauer, Hugo, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
June 9 atl. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 

Green, John, Aldgate High-st, Carcase Butcher. 
l4atl. Crook, Fenchurch-st. 

Higham, Thos, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Innkeeper. 
l2at 1. Chitty, Shaftesbury. 

Leethem, Thos, Norfolk-st, Strand, Master in Royal Navy. Pet May 
25. June 13 atl. Farrar, Gt Carter lane. 

Makepeace, John Brown, Wrec\enton, Durham, Shipowner, Pet May 
27. June 13atl. Hoyle & Shipley, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Mitchell, Isaac, jun, Edward st, Bermondsey, Corn Meter. Pet May 
29. June 21 at 1l. Silvester, Newington. 

Neale, Wm, Hulme, Manch, Butcher. Pet May 20. June 13 at 9.30. 
Law, Manch. 

Newbery, Hy, Dalston, Middx, Fruit Merchant. Pet May 23. June 9 
atl. Sydney, Aldgate. 

Nickols, John, Oswald Halley Colven,& John Kettlewell, Seething- 
lane, Merchants. Pet May 24. June l4atl. Ellis & Co, Cornbill, 

Osborn, Wm, Plumstead, Kent, Photographer. Pet May 26. June 12 
at ll. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Peck, John, Plymouth, Gent. Pet May 25. 
Manch. 


Pet May 23 (for pau). 
Pet May 26. June 
Pet May 25. June 


June 16 at ll. Fox 


| Reader, Chas Thos, Hugh-st, West Pimlico, Warehouseman. Pet May 


Leigh, June | 


Moll, Rudolph Fredk, Manch, Merchant. Pet May 23. Manch, June . 


16 at 11, Goulden, Swinbourne, and Parker, Manch. 


Neville, Wm, Gt Bentley, Essex, Blacksmith, Pet May 22, Colchester, | 


June 10 at 12. Jones, Colchester. 

Newton, Robt, jun, Mowtley, Leicester, Farmer. Pet May 22. Mar- 
ket Harborough, June 13 at 11. Rawlins, Market Harborough. 

Page, Wm, Moxley Bilston, Stafford, Draper. Pet May 22. Birm, 
dune 7 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. | 

Palframan, Robt, Hambleton, York, Farmer. 
June 12 at ll, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Palmer, Wim, Neweastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Butcher. Adj May 15. 
Newcastle under-Lyme, June 10 at 10, Litchfield, Newcastle- 
under- Lyme, 

Payne, Peter Clark, Coalville, Leicester, Draper. Pet May 5. Birm 
June 13 atll, James & Grifin, Birm. : 

Pile, Alex, Taunton, Somerset, News Agent. Pet May 24. Exeter, 
June 7 at Il. Rossiter, Taunton. 

Sadler, Geo, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Photographie Artist. Pet May 24. 
bristol, June 7 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Smith, Valentine, Leigh, Worcester, Marine Store Dealer. Pet May 
22. Worcester, June 12 at 11. Devereux, Worcester. 

Stedman, Geo, Hawkhurst, Kent, Plumber. Pet May 16. Tenterden, 
June 20 at lt. Farrar, Cranbrook 

Strutt, Alfred, Cottingham, York, Flock Manufacturer. 
Leeds, June 14 at 12. Shackles & Birks, Hull. 

Sutton. John, Ossett, York, Cloth Dresser. Pet May 20. Dewsbury, 

P — _ . Stringer, Ossett. 
wales, Hy, Doneaster, York, Grocer, May 13. 8 
12. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, er Sane 

Symonds, Nathaniel Wm, Ipswich, Suffolk, Boot Maker. Pet May 24, 

es Ipswich, June 8 at 11, Pollard, Ipswich, . 

Titley 1, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Miller. Pet May 22, Uttoxeter, 

10. Bagshaw, jun, Uttoxeter. 


Pet May 23. 


Pet May 23. 






24, June 9at2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Roberts, Jas, Landport, Hants, Builder. Pet May 27. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Robinson, Jas, Lirm, out of business. 
East. Birm. 
Scott, Robt, & Wm Thos Scott, Southampton, Tailors. Pet May 27. 
June I4at2. Stocken, Leadenhall-st, and Lomer, Southampton. 
Spence, Hy, Lpool, Wool Broker, Pet May 18, June 5at12. Wor 
ship, Lpool 

Spicer, Jas Freeman Gage, Wooburn, Buckingham, Rag Dealer. Pet 
May 25, June !4at12. Cox, St Swithin’s-lane, and Clarke, High 
Wycombe, Bucks. 


June 13 at 11. 
Pet May 25. June 19 at 10. 


| Taylor, Chas Jacob, Brading, Isle of Wight, Innkeeper. Pet May 19. 


Leeds, | 





June lat ll. Aldridge. 
Whitrod, Robt, St Peters, Norfolk, Boot Maker. 


Pet May 25. June 
l4dat ll. 


Plimsaul, Gray’s-inn, and Walpole, Northwold, Norfolk. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Albison, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj May 16, Manch, June 
13 at 9.80. Swan, Manch. 

Allen, Thos, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 25. Leicester, 
June 10 at 10. Petty, Leicester, 

Nixon, Thos. & John Batkin, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Paper Hangers. 
Pet May \8. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 13 at12. Hoyle, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Braginton, Geo, Gt Torrington, Devon, Baker. Pet May 27. Exeter, 
June l4at12. Bencraft, Barnstaple, and Clark, Exeter. 
Burrows, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj May 17. Wigan, 

June 29 at 9. Heald, Wigan. 

Carruthers, Jas, Nottingham, Draper. Pet May 25. Nottingham, 
June I4atll. Smith, Nottingham. 

Cliff, Nathaniel, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Miller. Pet May 24. Gains- 
borough, June I4at 11, Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Cumberland, Wm, Loughborough, Leicester, Tobacconist. Pet May 
26. Loughborough, June 13 at 11. Deane, Loughborough. 

Davidson, Andrew, Leeds, York, Woollen Merchant, Pet May 26, 
Leeds, June 12 at 11, Simpson, Leeds. 

Davis, John, Leeds, Auctioneer, Pet May 27. Leeds, June 14 at 12, 
Pullan, Leeds, 
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Frayne, Jas, Edgbaston, Warwick, out of business, Pet May 25, 
Birm, June 16 at 12. Fitter, Birm. 

Hall, Benj, Brighton, Baker. Pet May 24. Brighton, June 12 at 11, 
Mills, Brighton. 

Hamlin, Geo Hy, Mead Vale, nr Red Hill, Surrey, Butcher. Pet May 
22. Reigate, June 13 at 3. Silvester. Gt Dover-st, Southwark. 


Holmes, John Pullen, Haxey, Lincoln, Farmer. Adj May Il. Gains- 
borough, June I3at 10. 
Holmes, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Pet May 24. Notting- 


Smith, Nottingham. 
Pet May 28. 


ham, June 14 at 11. 
Hunt, Fredk Augustus, Lpool, Poulterer. 
15 at 3, Hugo, Lpool. 
Kilshaw, John, Bootle, nr Lpool, Timber Merchant. 
Lpool, June 14 at 11. Lowndes, & Co, Lpool. 

Lee, Joseph, Newark-upon-Trent, Miller. Pet May 25, 
Trent, June 6 at 10. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. 
MacDonald, Alex, Everton, Liverpool, Teacher, Pet May 26. June 

l4at 3. Hugo, Lpool. 
Major, Wm, Bodwell Ash, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Pet May 27. 
St Edmunds, June 14 at 11. Walpole, Bury st Edmunds. 
Millichip, Wm, Dudley, Worcester, Miner, Pet May 22. Dudley, June 


Lpool, June 
Pet May 20. 


Newark-upon - 


Bury 


9at ll. Maltby, Dudley. 

Munro, Geo Augustus. Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Pet May 24. Bris- 
tol June 14atll. Beer. Cardiff, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Oakden, Thos, Stretford, Lancaster, Encaustic Tile Dealer. Pet May 


26. Manch, June 12 at 11. Chapman & Roberts, Mauch. 

Oakes, Hy Colvin, Brierley-hill, Stafford, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Pet 
May 5. Birm, June 12 at 12. Price, Bristol, and Reece & Harris, 
Birm. 

Raby, John, Wakefield, York, Builder. Adj May 20. 
June 10 atll. Janson & Banks, Wakefield. 

Raven, John, Staveley, Westmoreland, Beerhouse Keeper. 
25. Ableside, June 14 at 12. Thomson, Kendal. 

Reddihough, Joseph, & Abraham Binns, Bingley, York, Worsted 
Spinners. Pet May 25. Leeds, June 12 at 11. Watson, Bradford, 
and Bond & Barwick, Laeds. 

Richardson, Robt, Manch, Fishmonger. 
17 at 9.30, Crowther. Manch. 

Stephenson, Saml Blackburn, Prisoner for Debt, York. 
Dewsbury, June 9 at 3. Harle, Leeds 

Thomas, Thos, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, 
Birm, June 16 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Waters, Thos, Cowley, nr Dronfield, Derby. Butcher. Adj April 16 (for 
pau). Chesterfield, June l2at tt. binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Wayte, Arthur, & Stephen Ridge, Longton, Stafford, Comm Agents. 
Pet May 27. Birm. June 16 at 12. Smith, Birm. 

White, Wm, Balcombe, Somerset, Miller. Pet May 24. Frome, June 10 
at ll. McCarthy, Frome. 

Whiteley, Joshua, Prisoner for Debt, Leeds, Adj May 20. Leeds,June 
l2at ll. 


Wakefield, 
Pet May 





Pet May 25. Salford, June 
Adj May 20. 


Pet May 23 


Winter, John, Beaminster, Dorset, Boot Maker. Pet May 27. Exeter, 
June 9atll. Hirtzel, Exeter. 
Wormald, Chas, Bradford, York, Wool Comb Manufacturer. Pet May 


24. Bradford, June 9at10. Hill, Bradford. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay, May 26, 1865. 
Duncan, Richd, Lime-st, Wine Merchant. May 26. 





_~——" SOLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING, 
Seventh Edition, price 6s. To be had of Kain & Sparrow, 
Law and Mercantile Accountants, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; 
tows, London-wall, E.C.; and through all Booksellers, 


CCOUNT BOOKS (Priced List free). —“ KAIN’S 
£ SYSTEM is easily acquired ; it shows at a g'ance the results of the 
business.” Tobe had asabove Adopters, 1,272; Account Books issued 
3,041 (to last year 1,153 and 2,715 respectively). 


of Water 








fT HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, S.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage, irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing, 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
purposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
arm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate share 
of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands improved. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
inancial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 
sioners. 

For further information and for forms of application, apply to the Hon, 
WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, S.W. 


NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 73. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. Gd. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, I4s., l6s., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked 1m plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





Grac K’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
kK ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 


to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 

Ze. ¢ £3.04 £20 £8. 4 
Table Forks, per doz...... 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 3.0 «0 
Dessert ditto ...eseceeeee | O Oandl 10 O 115 a 220 
Table Spoons ....eeseeeee 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 3.0 «0 
Dessert ditto ¢ - | O Oand! 10 O 115 0 a 2 ¢ 






‘Tea >poons ecocoee O12 Oandd 18 0 1 3 6 110 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 


, _ SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOUN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free, 





SOLICITORS’ 


BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, throughout England and Wales, and their Wives, 
Widows, and Families. 


INSTITUTED 1858. 





Che Fifth Annwal Festibal 
IN AID OF THE FUNDS OF THIS ASSOCIATION, WILL TAKE PLACE AT 
THE FREEMASONS’ TAVERN, GREAT QUEEN STREET, LONDON, 
ON FRIDAY, THE 16th OF JUNE, 1865, 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE ERLE, 


IN THE CHAIR. 





TICKETS for the Dinner, ONE GUINEA cach, may be obtained of the Secretary, or at the Freemason’s Tavern. 
DINNER ON THE TABLE AT HALF-PAST SIX O’CLOCK. 


Offices of the Association, 9, Clifford’s-inn, London, E.C, 


THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 
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THE NATIONAL BANK 


Is authorised to receive Subscriptions for the Shares of the Peruvian Railways Company on the terms of 
the following Prospectus. 


PERUVIAN RAILWAYS COMPANY, 
LIMITED. 


WITH PERUVIAN GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE OF INTEREST AT THE RATE OF £7 PER CENT. PER ANNUM, AS 
HEREINAFTER SET FORTH, ON A 


TOTAL CAPITAL OF £3,340,000. 








PRESENT Issurs—£1,670,000, In 66,800 SHARES oF £25 EACH. 
Deposit, £1 per Share on Application, and £2 per Share on Allotment. 
Future Calls of £2 10s. per Share will be made at intervals of not less thin Three Months between each Call. 





Seven per Cent. per Annum will be paid during the construction, and is guaranteed by the International Contract 
Company, Limited, 





Directors. 
WILLIAM LATHAM BAILEY, Esq. (Bailey Brothers & Co., liverpool), 
WM. CARTER, Esq. (Joseph Robinson & Co., Laurence Pountney-hill). 
JOHN ENNIS, Esq., M.P., Director of the Bank of Ireland. 
P, S. FLETCHER, Esq. (Alexander Fletcher & Co., 10, King’s Arms-yard). 
S. G. GETTY, Esq., M.P. for Belfast, Onslow-square. 
W. R. LINDSAY, Esq. (Messrs. H. H. Vivian & Co., Birmingham), 
§. L. KOE, Esq., Bowling Iron Works, Bradford. 
ALBERT RICARDO, Esq., Angel-court, Throgmorton-street, Director of the National Bank. 
ROBERT SIMPSON, Esq. (Frederick Levick & Co.), Charlotte-row, and Cwm Celyn Iron Works. 


Bankers. 
Lonpon—THE NATIONAL BANK. 

Liverpoor—THE NATIONAL BANK OF LIVERPOOL. 
MANCHESTER—THE MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL DISTRICT BANK. 
IRELAND—THE BANK OF IRELAND AND ITS BRANCHES 

THE BRANCHES OF THE NATIONAL BANK, 


Contractors, 
THE INTERNATIONAL CONTRACT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


Engineers. 
GEORGE PARKER BIDDER, Esq., C.E. 
JOHN MORTIMER HEPPEL, Esq., C.E. 


Solicitors. 
MESSRS. BIRCHAM, DALRYMPLE, DRAKE, & CO., Parliament-street. 
MESSRS. BAXTER, ROSE, NORTON, & CO., Victoria-street. 


Brokers. 
Lonpon—MESSRS, P. CAZENOVE & CO., Threadneedle-street. 

s MESSRS. SEYMOUR & CO., Throgmorton-street. 
Liverrooc—MESSRS. THOMAS TINLEY & SONS. 
MaNcHESTER—MESSRS. WARNER & PAGE, Stamp Office-buildings. 
Dustin—EDWARD FOX, Esq., Dame-street. 


Secretary. 
B. A. SMITH, Esq. 


Orrices—85, CANNON STREET WEST, EC. 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 


This Company is formed for the construction and working of two lines of Railway in Peru—one to connect the Seaport of Pisco with’ the towno f 
Yca; the other to connect the City of Arequipa with the Port of Mejia. 

The Peruvian Government guarantees for the period of twenty-five years—or until the Railways have produced over and above the cost and 
provision for repair, renovation, and maintenance for the space of two consecutive years, Dividends at the rate of 7 per cent. per annum—an income 
of £233,800 per annum, charged upon the public revenues of the State, and further secured by hypothecation of the Guano shipped to European 
States. The Concessions for the Railways contain the usual provisions for reimbursing to the Government (out of any surplus profit exceeding a 10 
per cent. per annum dividend to the Shareholders) such sums, if any, as may have been paid by them to cover their guarantee, 

The Concessions are for a period of ninety-nine years from the opening of the Railways. A sufficient sum will be set apart to form a sinking fund 
ae redemption of the whole capital, at a premium of £100 per cent., to be operative yearly after the first twenty years of the working of the 

ailways. 

A contract for the construction of the lines has been entered into with the International Contract Company, Limited, according to the estimates 
of G. P. Bipper, Esq., C.E., and J. M. Herret, Esq., C.E 


In accordance with the terms of each concession the Company will be converted into a Societe Anonyme with Shares to Bearer, or, if necessary, 
into two Societes Anonymes, 


The Capital of the Societe Anonyme, or Societes Anonymes, will be £3,340,000,—to be issued in Shares and Bonds. 
Applications for shares must be made, addressed to the Directors, but no application will be considered, unless accompanied by the receipt of one 
of the Bankers of the Company for £1 per share on the number of shares applied for. 


Detailed Prospectuses and Forms of Application for Shares may be had at the National Bank, London ; the National Bank of Liverpool; the Bank 
of Ireland, and its several Branches, Ireland; the Branches of the National Bank, Ireland; at the Offices of the Brokers of the Company ; and at she 
Offices of the International Contract Company, 85, Cannon-street West, London, E.C, 
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THE 


CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF ENGLAND 


(LIMITED). 
Avutuorisep Carirat, £4,000,000. 





CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, £2,000,000. CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000. 
RESERVE Funpb, £200,000. DIVIDEND RESERVE Funpb, £70,000. 
DIRECTORS. 


™ The Right Hon. JAMES STUART pf ticerepor GOVERNOR. 
JAMES LEVICK, Esq., Merchant, King’s Arms-yard, ea pee 
JAMES NUGENT D&NIELL, Esq., London, j DEPUTY GOVERNORS. 
JAMES CHILDS, Esq., London. 
ALEXANDER DUNBAR, Esq., Old Broad-street, London. 
CHARLES ELLIS, Esq., Lloyd’s. 
ADOLPH HAKIM, Esq. (Messrs. Pinto, Hakim, Brothers, & Co.), London. 
The Hon. '. C. HALIBURTON, M.P., Chairman of the Canada Agency Association, London. 
WILLIAM HARRISON, Esq. (Messrs. Young, Harrison, & Bevan), Director of the Thames and Mersey Jnsurance Company. 
RICHARD STUART LANE, Esq. (Messrs. Lane, Hankey, & Co.), London. 
CHARLES E. NEWBON, Esq London. 
HENRY POWNALL, Esgq., J.P., Russell-square, London. 
JOSEPH MACKRILL SMITH, Esq. (Messrs. Mackrill Smith & Co.), Old Broad-street, London. 
EDWARD WARNER, Esq,, M.P., London. 
JOHN WESTMORLAND, Esq. (Director of the Royal Insurance Company), London. 
ALBERT GRANT, Esq., MANAGING DirEcrTor. 


Bankers. 
The AGRA & MASTERMAN’S BANK (Limited); Messrs. SMITH, PAYNE, & SMITHS; the NATIONAL BANK, London, 
Dublin, and its Branches in Ineland; the ALLIANCE BANK (Limited), London, Liverpool, and Manchester. 


Solicitors. 
Messrs. NEWBON, EVANS, & Co., Nicholas-lane, E.C. 


BUSINESS TRANSACTED. 
This Company negociates Loans for Colonial and Foreign Governments; 
Co-operates in the Financial arrangeiments of British and other Railways ; 
Makes advances to Corporations, ‘own Councils, and other Public Bodies; 
Negociates Loans for Public Works ; 
Assists in the introduction of Industrial and Commercial Undertakings ; 
Makes Advances upon approved Stocks, Shares, Bouds, &c, ; 
Makes temporary Loans upon eligible Freehold and Leasehold Securities. 
London, 17 and 18, Cornhill, May 4, 1865. ALFRED LOWE, Secretary. 





DEBENTURES ISSUED BY 
THE CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF ENGLAND (LIMITED). 


ISSUE OF £500,000 DEBENTURES WITH INTEREST PAYABLE QUARTERLY. 
The Directors have decided to issue Debenture Bonds of the Company for the amounts and bearing interest as under, viz, : 
In sums of £10, £20, £50, £100, £250, £500, and £1,000, with Coupons attached. 
INTEREST. 





For three years ..ecccsseeee ecusessncossearosssee 6 per cent per annum, 
FOr fiVG: YOArd: sccsscssessvcssacecwacssxeses pandas 64 pe - 
For seven years ......64 dedsvesenesesahesisoeess 7 ” 


” 

Interest payable quarterly—viz., on the 30th March, 36th June, 30th September, and 30th December, in each year, at the 
Company’s Bankers, The first payment of interest will be made on the 30th June next. 

The distinctive feature in the Debentures issued by this Company is their perfect security; the amount of the capital sub- 
scribed, paid-up, and uncalled, and the general invested assets of the Company, as well as the large reserve fund, affording the 
most ample security to the investor. 

These Debentures are issued payable to bearer, and can therefore pass by simple delivery from hand to hand, without endorse- 
ment, and are free from any further stamp duty. ‘They are also issued—to meet the requirements of trustees and others—trans- 
ferable by deed cnly, to Le duly registered in the Company's books in the names of the investors or their assigns. 

Forms of application can be obtained of the Secretary, to whom all communications must be addressed. 

London, 17 and 18, Cornhill, May 4, 1865. By order of the Court, ALFRED LOWE, Secretary. 


DEPOSITS RECEIVED BY 
THE CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF ENGLAND (LIMITED). 








RATES FOR MONEY ON DEPOSIT. 
This Company receives Money on Deposit, in sums of £10 and upwards, at the undermentioned rates, from this day until 
further notice, viz. :— 






At 14 days’ notice .....0.. senecassecscccesceccessccovesccsaecccesescoecs eee 34 per cent. per annum. 
At one Month’s DOLCE .....ccccccccccscccecsccceccessecceescecovocscsess x -4 ad <i 
For fixed periods of not less than 8 months and up to 6 month 44 Pe pe 
Beyond 6 months and up to 9 MONENS ......ccceeessseeereeees 43 a Re 
Beyond 9 months and up to 12 months.......006 : igi ” ” 
Beyond 12 months and up to 24 Months ........cceeseseseeeeeeesenseuseeees ” ” 





Forms of application can be obtained of the Secretary, to whom all communications must be addressed. 
London, 17 and 18, Cornhill, June 1, 1865, By order of the Court, ALFRED LOWE, Secretary. 
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ONDON AND LANCASHIRE 

FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Fire Capital, £1,000,000.— Life Capital, £100,000. 
London........73 and 74, KING WILLIAM STREET, E.C. 
Liverpool......BROWN’S BUILDINGS, EXCHANGE, 

With Home and Foreign Br Branches and Agencies. 


CuairmaN—F. W, RUSSELL, Esq. ; 7M. P. (Chairman of the National 
Discount Company). 


At the ANNUAL MEETINGS, held on the 8th April, at Liverpool, it 
Was stated, as the 
RESULT of Operations for the year 1864, that the— 
FIRE PREMIUMS amounted to .....0.seseesereeees £108,597 
Being an INCREASE over the previous year Of...e+0.. 43,547 
The LOSSES paid and provided for amounted to...... 67,065 
LIFE ASSURANCES, under 502 Policies, were effected 











for 340,699 
Producing ' in NEW PREMIU MS. 9,697 
Wir CLIRE HUGH, General Manager. 
TORTH BRITISH AND MERCANTILE 


INSURANCE COMPANY. 

This Company is prepared to grant the public the full value of the re- 
du: tion of duty, and to issue Annual Policies, charging the reduced rate 
of duty, ls. 6d. per cent., from the date when ‘the change shall come into 
operation. 

They will also issue Policies for any amount, free of charge for stamp. 

All descriptions of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted at 
moderate rates. 

Claims liberally settled. 

This being the bonus year, Life Policies should be taken out prior to 
the 3!st December, to secure ultimate advantages. 

Accumulated F unds to 3ist December, 186k . 
Annual Revenue from all sources ... 
OFFICES. 

London..... eovccccsceccce..Gl, Threadnecdle-street. 
West-end Branch secceeseecececes 8, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall. 


..£2,304,512 7 1 
w. £565,458 16 2 









SPECIAL NOTICE, 
NLERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
13, ST, JAMES’S-SQUARE, LONDON, S.W. 
ESTABLISHED 1824, 

The Eighth Bonus will be declared in January, 1867, and all With- Profit 
Policies in force on the 30th June, 1866, will participate, Assurances 
effected before June 30th, 1865, will participate on two Premiums, and 
thus receive a whole year’s additional share of Profits over later Policies. 

Tables,of Rates and Forms of Proposal can be obtained from any of the 
Society's Agents, or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 

_ i St. James’s- ears London, S.W. 


CCIDE NTS to Life or Limb, in the Field, the 

Streets, or at Heme, provided for by a Policy of the RAILWAY 

P ASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
E.C 








Comp ensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 

£1,000 in case of Death. 

£6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
of from £3 to £5 5s. 

For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Loca] Agents, or at the Offices, 64, COR — L, and 10, REGENT- 
STREET. . J. VIAN, Secretary. 








AW U NION | F IRE and LIFE INSURANCE 

4 COMPANY. 

Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W,C. 
Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, 4 A.S. 
“FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Business consists of the best classes of risks, 

Tnsurants will be allowed the ‘ull benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Protits in 1844, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cent. per annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
Insured 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tion, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Company. FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


W AN’ i ‘E D, ‘D, by | the L IFE INVESTMENT, 
MORTG AGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 
STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
4 Residences, Landed Estates, investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &¢.—Mr. JAMES BEAL'S REGIS?ER of 
the above, published on the Ist of each month, torwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piceadilly, W.—Particulars 
for oe should be jurwarded not later than the 28th of each 
month, 














DEBENTURES, at 5, 5h, ak 6 per CENT. — 
CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £500,000. 
DiREcTOors. 

Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. | Patrick F. Robertson, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. | Robert Smith, Esq. 

Manager—C. J. Baatne, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three, 
and five years, at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. respectively. 

They are also pre pared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
Mauritius, either with or without the guarantee of the Company, as may 
be arranged. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company, 
No. 7, East India-avenue, Leadenball-street, London.—By order, 

JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary. 

DEBEN TURES of the LAND MORTGAGE 

BANK of INDIA (CREDIT FONCIER INDiEN), Limited. 
Subscribed Capital, £2.009,000. Paid-up, £400.900. 
~ Debentures of this Bank are issued in bonds to bearer of £20, £100, 
£500, and £1,000 each. redeemable at par within 30 years, by half- “yearly 
drawings. Interest £5 per cent. per annum, payable half-yearly. The 
price of issue is £87 for every £100. 
» These debentures are secured by the whole of the Bank’s invested fun’s 
‘which must always be equal to the total debentures current), and by the 
additional guarantee of the uncalled capital of £1,600,000 represented by a 
proprietary of upwards of 1,500 shareholders. 

The above price of issue gives to the subscriber 5} per cent. interest on 
the amount invested, and acash bonus of £14 18s, 10d. per cent, on the 
redemption of the bonds at par by the half-yearly drawings, which—averag- 
ing the period of drawing—yields a return of 6} per cent. 

The bonds being to bearer (coupons for interest, payable Ist January 
and Ist July, attached), transfers pass from hand to hand without en- 
dorsement, and are free from any further stamp duty. 

Applications to be made at the otice of the Company, 17, Change- 
alley, Lombardestreet, E.C., where any further information may be 
obtained. 


VHE NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVEST 
MENT COMPANY, Instituted 1837, for the Purchase of Absolute 
or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies of Assurance on 
Lives.—Office, 63, Old Broad-street, London. 
John Pemberton Heywood, Esq., Chairman. 
Edward Ward Scadding, Esq., Deputy-Chairman, 

Consulting Counsel —George Lake Russell, Esq. 
Solicitors—Messrs. liiffe, Russell, & Liffe, Bedford-row. 
Actuary—Francis A. Engelbach, Esq. (the Alliance Assurance Company). 
Forms for submitting proposals for sale may be obtained at the offices 

of the Company. _ G. A. RENDALL, Secty. 
NNUITIES “AND REVER SIONS. 
 Fgee REVE RSIONARY INTEREST SOCIE ITY, 
68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CHainman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London. 
Deputy-CeatnMAN— Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversiona, ry and Contingent Interests, 
Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail further information, hesged 
he had at the office. C. B, CLABON, 
feo TABLE REVERSIONARY INTERE 3 
SOCIETY, Established 1835. Capital £500,000. 
DIRECTORS. 
Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Chas, Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Henry Pigeon, Esq. 





Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau, 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry — og 
Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots, Es 
Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 
Solicitors— Messrs. Clayton & Son. 
Bankers —Messrs, Coutts & Co, 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases and grants loans upon reversionary property 
life interests, and lite policies of assurance, 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 10, Lancaster-place, 
Strand, W.C, JOHN CLAYTON, Joint 
FRANCIS S. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 
Lincoln’s-inn-tields.—Capital Freehold House, with possession 
ESSRS. COBB have received instructions to SELL 
by AUCTION, at the GUIDHALL COFFEEHOUSE, Gresham- 
street, London, on WEDNESDAY, the l4th day of JUNE next, at 
TWELVE for ONE o'clock, the valuable FREEHOLD HOUSH and 
PREMISES, No. 56, on the west side of Lincoin’s-inn-fields, within five 
minutes’ walk of the site of the new law courts, and on the line of the 
projected road from Holborn tothe Strand. The house is substantially 
built, has a handsome stone staircase, and contains 15 rooms and 
offices, with fire-proof deed rooms, rang? of cellars and store rooms, 
part of which might be couverted into additional offices and fire-proof 
rooms for deeds and papers. It affords a first-class investment, in a 
locality where freeholds are of great value, and is especially adapted for 
the place of business of a firm of Solicitorsin large practice ; or it would 
let in chambers at high rents, Possession will be given on completion of 
the purchase. 
Particulars, with conditions of sale and plan, may be had at the Guild- 
hall Coffeehouse, Gresham-street ; of 
JNO. SMART, Esq., Solicitor, 56, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds ; of 
Messrs. LAWRANCE, PLEWS, & BOYER, Solicitors, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers ; 
and of Messrs. COBB, Surveyors andf Land Agents, 26, Lincoln’s-in- 
fields, London, of whom orders to view may be obtained. 














